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Current Topics. 


The Land Transfer Commission. 


THE Last week’s sitting of the Commission was occupied by 
further official evidence on behalf of the Land Registry, and 
included also, it is stated, evidence by landowners who have 
voluntarily registered estates situated outside the compulsory 
area. These rare personages 0 - ere to be commemorated 
by statues in the Land Registry 


Effect of Conversion under Order of Court. 


Iv Is interesting to note that the Court of Appeal (1908, 2 Ch. 
648) have reversed the decision of Eve, J., in Burgess v. Booth 
(1908, 1 Ch. 880), and have held that, when a sale of real estate 
is directed by the court, this o as a conversion out and out, 
so that the proceeds of sale are finally stamped with the quality 
of personalty, and there is no equity in favour of persons 
interested in the land to have a reconversion of so much of the 
proceeds as are not required for the pu for which the sale 
was directed. It has been doubted how far the doctrine of 
conversion established by Ackroyd v. Smithson (1 Bro.C. C. 503) was 
to be carried in such a case, but in Steed v. Preece (L.R. 18 Eq. 192) 
JESSEL, M.R., pronounced in favour of the view that the conver- 
sion was effected for all purposes, “It seems to me,” hé said, 
“that if a conversion is rightfully made, whether by the 
court or a trustee, all the consequences of a conversion must 
follow ; and that there is no equity in favour of the heir or any 
one else to take the property in an a form than that in 
which it is found.” But this was ression of o 

and in the Ivish case of Scott v. Scott (9 L. R. Ir. 367) Cuarrer- 
Ton, V.C., held that, upon a sale by the court to pay off incum- 
brances, the surplus would be reconverted in favour of the heir. 
Even, J., followed this decision in Burgess v. Booth (supra), where 
land of an infant was sold to raise money for costs ; but as was 
pointed out in the Court of Appeal, there have been decisions 
since Steed v. Preece in which the opinion by JESSEL, 
M.R,, has been acted on—namely, Hyett v. Mekin (25 Ch. D. 





735), Hartley v, Pendarves (1901, 2 Ch. 498), and Re Grange (1907, 
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2 Ch. 20), and it has now been held that that opinion correctly 
represents the law, 


The Earthquake.Clause in Fire Insurance 
Policies. 

THE EARTHQUAKE clause in fire insurance policies—a clause by 
which it is agreed that the insurance companies shall not be 
liable for fire caused, directly or indirectly, by earthquakes—was 
found to be wholly ineffectual in the case of claims arising under 
the earthquake at San Francisco. The companies had only 
been able to procure licences to carry on business in the State 
by consenting to waive, in any litigation between them and 
the policyholders, all right of appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and the local feeling in favour of claims 
arising under the terrible catastrophe was so strong that it was 
considered inexpedient to offer any serious resistance to them. 
We now hear that the earthquake clause has been practically 
eliminated from the fire policies of all except two of the com- 
panies undertaking fire risks on the coast of the Pacific, and 
these two companies are willing to waive the clause with regard 
to the insurance of property elsewhere than in San Francisco. 
The different offices, immediately after the conflagration at San 
Francisco, consulted together as to the adoption of a clause which 
would settle beyond dispute the whole question of liability for 
fires caused by earthquake. The American companies, however, 
were unable to come to any agreement upon the subject, and the 
English companies, in view of the almost certain advance in the 
rates of insurance, were unwilling to take any course which 
might injuriously affect an important branch of their business. 
We understand that a schedule of rates has been drafted to 
cover all risk of damage by earthquake, and it will be necessary 
to secure a wide margin of profitin prosperous years inorder to cope 
with a hazard of so uncertain a nature, Earthquakes have not 
been infrequent of late years, and a stringent earthquake clause 
is no novelty in American as well as English fire policies, but we 
have been unable to find in any of the American Digests a case 
relating to the liability of fire insurance companies for damage 
by earthquake. 


Personal Property Devolving as Realty. 


WHEN THE Legislature enabled a tenant for life of land to 
sell the land, and to turn it into what would ordinarily be per- 
sonal estate and would devolve as such, it had to consider how 
this interference with the rights of those successively interested 
in the property was to be prevented ; and accordingly it was pro- 
vided by section 22 (5) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, that 
capital money arising under the Act and investments represent- 
ing it, should, for all purposes of disposition, transmission, and 
devolution, be considered as land, and should be held 
for the same persons successively as would have been 
interested in the land. But the Legislature has powers 
which are not possessed by the ordinary testator or 
settlor ; and if a testator follows the example set by the statute 
and directs that his personal estate shall be held upon the 
same trusts and in the same manner as if it were the proceeds 
of land devised in settlement by the same will, he exceeds his 
powers, and does not prevent the personalty from devolving 
as personalty. Hence if the freeholds are devised for an estate 

the personalty, as soon as it vests in the tenant in tail, is 
held by him absolutely and no disentailing deed is necessary. 
So Parker, J., decided in Re Walker, reported in the Law 
Reports for the current month (1908, 2 Ch. 705). In order to 

uce the intended result there must be an imperative trust 
or conversion into real estate. The personalty will then be 
deemed in equity to be real estate, and will be capable of devolv- 
ing as such. “A mere declaration,” said the learned judge, 
“that personalty shall devolve or pass to persons successively as 
realty 1s in itself inoperative, for the whole doctrine of conversion 
turns on the maxim that equity considers to have been done 
what ought to have been done pursuant to the trust; and a 
mere declaration, such as I have mentioned, creates no obliga- 
tion as to dealing with the property in one way or another.” 
In other words, a settlor cannot himself invest personalty with 
the attributes of realty, and equity will only lend its assistance 
when it can operate by means of a trust, 





Vindication of Chancery Proceedings. 


THE Court of Chancery has long been the subject of much 
undeserved obloquy. Perhaps no institution, not wilfully corrupt, 
has ever met with the denunciation poured out by DICKENS on 
“ that most pestilent of hoary sinners with its pretence of equity 
and its mountains of costly nonsense.” That was, of course, an 
absurd exaggeration, but it was hardly less extravagant to say, 
as did a Chancery judge even in those days, that the institution 
was “almost immaculate.” There is no doubt that until quite 
recent times there was some avoidable delay, or, as Lord Bacon 
putsit, “somewhat of the cunctative” about Chancery proceedings, 
All this is now altered, and at the present time there is little or 
no delay which can be avoided, but the popular prejudice 
still lingers, or does so at least in the opinion of Evg, J. In 
a case which came before him on the lst of December, 
he said: “I devoutly wish that the facts of this case could 
be appreciated by those who so thoughtlessly and unjustly 
decry the administration of estates in Chancery, and who 
impute to such administration delay and expenss whollydispropor- 
tionate to the results attained.” His lordshipthen referred to the 
facts, which were, that the testator, who died in 1869, left his 
property to his wife for life and then to his children ; his widow, 
who was sole trustee, misapplied the trust funds and became 
bankrupt ; an administration suit was then brought, with the 
result that the defalcations were made good, the bankruptcy was 
annulled, and the widow received the full income of the estate 
until her death. His lordship concluded his observations by 
saying: “I congratulate the beneficiaries on the wisdom and 
foresight which led them to entrust the administration of the 
estate to the Court of Chancery.” It may not be necessary in 
these days for any judge to justify the proceedings of his court, 


but it is certainly refreshing and reminiscent to hear a vindi- ‘ 


cation of Chancery proceedings from the bench. 


Libel by Means of Fiction. 


AN ACTION for libel of a very extraordinary character, which 
was tried at the Manchester Assizes last week, and in which heavy 
damages were awarded, raises an interesting question as to the 
limits of the proposition that a libel may be committed in the 
form of fiction. It is not proposed to enter into the details of 
the case, as it will probably be the subject of appeal. It may be 
sufficient to say that the action was brought against the pro- 
prietors of a weekly newspaper, in which there appeared a fanciful 
sketch ascribing to one of the characters attributes which would 
certainly be libellous. The name given to the character in the 
sketch was substantially the same as that of a real person, the 
plaintiff, but it may be assumed for the present purpose that the 
identity of name was a mere coincidence, and that the writer did 
not even know of the existence of the plaintiff. Could that be 
a libel? In the first place, it is submitted that the doctrine 
applicable to fiction does not cease to apply because 
the alleged libel is contained in a fanciful sketch of & 
well-known foreign resort, in which the writer purports to 
describe the scenes which may be witnessed and the types of 
character who foregather there. The judge at the trial is 
reported to have told the jury that “ the question was not whether 
a man really intended a particular person, but whether seusible 
people would think it referred to him.” It is submitted that, 
on the assumption that the facts were as stated above, this wai 
not a sufficient direction. It is suggesved that, in order to con- 
stitute a libel at all, there must ~ in the mind of the writer 
an intention to pourtray the character of a living person. 
course, if there is such an intention, the writer cannot be heard to 
say that he did not know that the person bore the name which 
he used. But, on the other hand, if the character was purely 
imaginary, then, although it turns out that the plaintiff bears 
the name of the fictitious character, it is not a libel at all. 


French Magistrates and the Investigation of 
Crime. 
THE INVESTIGATION of the murder of M. STEINHEIL, a French 
artist, whose body was discovered in his studio on the 30th of May, 
is the subject of much commentin the newspapers of Paris, inte 
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as the “ instruction ” of a criminal offence. The French inquiry, 
as is well known, is widely different from that prevailing in this 
country, being for the most part conducted in secret and the 
prisoner having no right to be present during the examination of 
the witnesses who give evidence against him. A comparatively 
recent law has, however, given certain advantages to the prisoner. 
By the law of the 8th of December, 1897, it is enacted that the 
risoner shall be exam‘ned within twenty-four hours of his arrest. 

his proceeding, which takes place privately in the room of 
the examining magistrate, in no way resembles the public 
proceeding before an English magistrate. The French magistrate 
puts the prisoner through a formal examination to establish his 
identity ; explains the charges against him, and hears any 
statement he may make, he law also expressly provides 
that the prisoner shall never be prevented from communi- 
cating with his counsel even in case of imprisonment, and 
also that he shall never be examined or confronted with any 
witness except in the presence of his counsel. These privileges, 
which would be considered as indispensable by English practi- 
tioners, are thought by some of those who have discussed the 
magisterial inquiries into the murder of M. STEINHEIL to go too 
far, and to be in some measure responsible for the failure to 
explore the mystery of the crime. They contend that ever since 
the passing of this law the magistrate is absorbed with the idea 
that he must at all costs avoid the suggestion that he has taken 
part in the accusation of an innocent person, and that he is led 
to forget that it is also his duty to prevent the guilty from 
escaping the punishment of their crimes. Englishmen, who have 
been accustomed for many years to read of the harshness and 
unfairness of the criminal procedure of their neighbours, will 
read these comments with much surprise, but we have heard 
from other quarters that undue indulgence to criminals is the 
explanation of the increase of crime in Paris and the large cities 
of France. 


Contracts in Restraint of Trade. 


It sEEMS as if the courts—or shall we say the Court of 
Appeal—have tacitly discarded the doctrine of publie policy 
as applied to contracts in restraint of trade. As the jurisdiction 
is based on the doctrine, it seems that if the doctrine goes, 
the jurisdiction must go with it, and it follows that the courts 
have usurped, or are in danger of usurping, an arbitrary 
jurisdiction to interfere with contracts on the sole ground that 
they are unreasonable. Truly the well known words of BuRRovGH, 
J., seem prophetic: “ Public policy is a very unruly horse, and 
when once you get astride of it you never know where it will 
carry you. It may lead you from the sound law.” The 
real test of whether a contract is against public policy is, not 
whether it is reasonable or not—though it has in practice come 
to be so—but whether it interferes with the interests of the 
public. That is a thoroughly sound principle, but it has been 
persistently disregarded, with the result that the law has got 
into a very unsatisfactory state. The protection of the public 
has been lost sight of, and nowadays the protection of the 
individual is the only thing considered. All this we think is 
exemplified by the latest Gestation in Sir W.€. Leng & Co. v. 
Andrews. There the plaintiffs were newspaper proprietors at 
Sheffield, and the defendant, who was a reporter formerly in their 
employment, bound himself not to be connected with any newe- 
paper business within twenty miles of that place. Eve, J., held 
—and we think most people will agree with him—that there was 
nothing unreasonable in binding the defendant not to enter the 
employment of a rival newspaper in the same town, so imparting 
to them the knowledge gained in the plaintiffs’ service. The 
defendant had all the rest of the world in which to find a con- 

enial field for his journalistic activities, but be preferred 
Sheffield. Surely there was nothing unreasonable in the plaintiffs 
wishing to prevent this. The Court of Appeal, however, thought 
otherwise. The case is only another illustration of the extreme 
difficulty of saying what is reasonable, Indeed, reasonableness 
as a test is almost useless; the real test is whether the contract 
is inimical to the interests of the public. But this is not the 
only consideration which ought to weigh with the judges. The 
paramount principle of freedom of contract ought to be jealously 


guarded, and they ought to be careful lest they 

upon the assumption that they know people's 

better than people know it themselves. “It must not be 
forgotten,” said Sir GEORGE JESSEL, “that you are not to ex- 
tend arbitrarily those rules which say that a given contract is 
void as being against public policy, because if there is one thing 
more than another which public policy requires, it is that con- 
tracts, when entered into freely and voluntarily, shall be held 
sacred and shall be enforced by the courts.” 


List of Barristers Willing to Act as Counsel for 
Poor Prisoners. 


A QUESTION has been raised as to the effect of the rules of 
1904 made in pursuance of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 
1903. It will be remembered that section 1 of the Act enables 
the committing justices, upon the committal of a prisoner for 
trial, or the judge of a court of assize, or chairman of a court 
of quarter sessions, to certify that a prisoner ought to have legal 
aid in his defence, and that in such case the expenses of thedefence, 
including the fees of solicitor and counsel, are to be paid in the 
same manner as the expenses of a prosecution for felony. By the 
first rule, every clerk of assize and clerk of the peace sball 
keep a list of solicitors who are willing to undertake the defence 
of poor prisoners, and shall insert in such list the names of all 
solicitors who are willing so to act. The name of any solicitor 
shall be removed from the list, either on the application of the 
solicitor himself, or by direction of any judge of assize or chair- 
man of quarter sessions. By rule 2, every clerk of assize and 
clerk of the peace shall keep a list of the members of the bar 
attending the circuit or sessions who are willing to act as counsel 
for poor prisoners, and shall insert in such list the names of all such 
members of the bar as arewilling sotoact. Byrule 4, any justices, 
judge of assize, or chairman of quarter sessions who have given a 
certificate for legalaid shall at the same time assign to the prisoner, 
from the list kept under rule 1, a sulicitor to whose services the 
prisoner shall beentitled. Byrule 5,any member of the bar whose 
name appears upon the list kept under rule 2 may be instructed 
on behalf of the prisoner by the solicitor so assigned. A member 
of the bar attending the assizes to which the prisoner was com- 
mitted for trial was instructed by a solicitor to whom the defence 
had been assigned under rule 4. ‘The name of the barrister had 
not been inserted in the list, but he applied to have it inserted 
immediately before the case came on for trial. The clerk of 
assize declined to allow his name to be’ inserted, and it became 
necessary to instruct other counsel. We think this was rather a 
rigid construction of the rules. There is nothing to shew that 
the clerk of assize has any right to refuse to insert the name of 
any member of the circuit in the list. The object of the list is 
the convenience of the solicitor, so that he many know the 
names of those barristers who are willing to act. If in the de- 
fence of poor prisoners the name of the counsel is inserted before» 
he appears at the trial on behalf of the prisoner, we cannot see 
that any inconvenience can result. 


Settlements and Void Marriages. 


Doks A settlement made on a marriage which is subsequently 
annulled or dissolved come to an end ipso facto upon the decree 


absolute being pronounced? It is somewhat singular that this 
should still have to be treated as an open question; but, in 
Attwood v, Attwood (1903, P., at p. 11), GoRELL Barngs, J., did 
so treat it, and said that it was not necessary for him 
“to decide whether or not the settlement has come to 
an end on the pronouncing of the decree absolute 
annulling the iage.” The true rule appears to be that 
a marriage settlement does come to an end when the marriage 
is void (and not merely voidable) and a decree is made declaring 
the marriage null or void, but that the settlement does not come 
to an end when a marriage, originally voidable only, is annulled 
or dissolved. One reason why the question is not more fre- 

uently raised is that under section 5 of the Matrimonial Causes 

ct, 1859 (as amended by section 3 of the Act of 1878) the court 
may, “after a final decree of nullity of marriage or dissolution 
of marriage,” make orders with respect to the application of any 





settled property for the benefit of the parties or the children of 
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the union. But these powers of the court can be exercised 
without regard to the question whether the settlement 
would otherwise have come to an end or not: Dormer v. Ward 
(1901, P. 20). In that case, however, the opinion was expressed 
by the Court of Appeal that the settlement would, by foree of 
the decree for nullity (the marriage being a voidable one merely), 
have come to an end altogether but for the jurisdiction conferred 
by section 5 to vary the settlement. In neither of the cases 
cited— Attwood v. Attwood and Dormer v. Ward—was it necessary 
to decide whether the settlement would, but for the 
Acts of 1859 and 1878, have come to an end, nor whether 
any distinction is to be drawn between void and voidable 
marriages. These Acts, however, only give the court 
jurisdiction to vary settlements where the property is the 
subject of a “settlement” in the proper sense, and not where 
there has been a simple gift of property by one of the parties 
to the other : Hubbard v. Hubbard (1901, P. 157). In such a case 
therefore, where property had been given, but not “settled,” 
and the marriage was declared void, the question would neces- 
sarily have to be determined whether the quasi-settlement came 
to an end or not. And, of course, it is possible that for other 
reasons the question might be raised, even in the case of an 
actual settlement, in the Chancery rather than the Probate 
Division. That a settlement, one of the conditions (express or 
implied) of whose operation is the solemnization of a valid 
marriage, does come to an end, or can be judicially declared to 
be at an end, in the event of the marriage solemnized being 
actually void and not merely voidable, is settled by more than 
one decision: see Chapman v. Bradley (33 Beav. 61), Pawson v. 
Brown (13 Ch. D. 202). The dictum of the Court of Appeal in 
Dormer v. Ward applying these decisions to the case of a marriage 
merely voidable and not void originally, does not seem to be sup- 
ported by any case in the English reports. On the other hand, it 
has been decided in Victoria (by the full court, affirming the judge 
below) that, where a settlement had been made by a man upon his 
marriage, containing the usual trust for the settlor until the 
solemnization of the marriage, and the marriage was subsequently 
declared null on the ground of the husband’s impotence, the settlor 
was not entitled toregard the settlement as at an end. The 
distinction between void and voidable marriages was pointed out, 
and it was held that the marriage having been valid in its incep- 
tion and voidable merely, a valid marriage had been solemnized 
and the ratio decidendi in Chapman v. Bradley did not apply : 
see Bishop v. Smith (1875,1 V. L. R. 313). It is submitted that 
the distinction taken in this case would be adopted by the 
English courts under similar circumstances, and that a setile- 
_ ment made upon a merely voidable marriage would be held to 
continue in force after dissolution of the marriage. The 
question of the exact effect of a decree of nullity on the ground 
of impotence was raised again in the Probate Division this week 
without any decision being given: Sharpe v. Sharpe (limes, 2nd 
December). The Matrimonial Causes Act, 1907, does not appear 
to affect the question. 


Liability of Director Signing Promissory Note on 
Behalf of Company. 


FEW CASES appear to the law student to involve greater 
bardship than those in which an agent is held to be person- 
ally liable on a contract which he intended to sign on behalf of 
his principal, but which he signed without any express limitation 
of his own liability. The latest of these cases is Chapman v. 
Smethurd, decided by CHANNELL, J., on the 4th ult. The defendant, 
one of the two directors of a company called J. H. Smethurst’s 
Laundry and Dye Works (Limited), gave the plaintiff a promissory 
note in the following form : “ Six months after demand I promise 
to pay to Mre. M. Cuarman the sum of £300 for value received, to- 

ether with six per cent. interest perannum, J.H. Smethurst’s 
ose a and Dye Works (Limited), J. H. Smzruurst, Managing 
Director.” The words “J. H. Smethurst’s Laundry and Dye 
Works (Limited)” and the words “ Managing Director” were 
stamped on the note by means of « rubber stamp; the rest of 
the note was in writing. The money borrowed was applied for 
the company’s purposes, and the interest was from time to 
time paid by the company’s cheques. The argument for 





the defendant was that the note ought to be considered ag 
having been made on behalf of the company by a person acting 
under the authority of the company within the meaning of section 
47 of the Companies Act, 1862. The use of the pronoun “I” was, of 
course, a difficulty, but that difficulty had been disregarded by the 
Court of Exchequer in Alexander v. Sizer (L. R. 4 Ex. 102). The 
learned judge considered that the case was very much upon the 
line, but, relying upon the rather harsh rule that an agent putting 
his name to a mercantile instrament is liable as principal unless the 
instrument distinctly shews that he signs as agent, he held that 
the defendant was liable. The result of the cases appears to be 
that it is not sufficient for the party signing to describe himself 
as agent ; he must shew that he signs as agent and contracts as 
agent. We cannot but think that difficulties will continue to 
arise until some common form limiting the liability of the agent 
has been brought into general use. 


The Risks of Judges in India. 


THE CONTINUED unrest in India and the reports of murderous 
attacks upon British officials have naturally caused much anxiety 
among friends of the judges of the different Presidencies, some of 
whom have quite recently returned to India after spending the 
Long Vacation in this country. Every precaution will, we have 
no doubt, be taken for their protection against these cowardly 
outrages, but these precautions are not always successful, as wit- 
ness the case of the murder of Sir CHARLES NORMAN, the actin 
Chief Justice of the High Court of Calcutta, in September 1871. 
But we are confident that a judge, in common with other mem- 
bers of the Indian Civil Service, will steadily encounter the risks 
incident to the performance of his duties. It should also be remem- 
bered that India is not the only territory in which judges are 
the victims of deeds of violence. No large number of years have 
passed since two English county court judges were shot and 
dangerously wounded by disappointed suitors. An attack of the 
same description had, some years before, been made upon the 
Master of the Rolls, Sir GEORGE JESSEL, who fortunately escaped 
injury, and we have just come upon a paragraph telling how a 
defeated litigant in the Supreme Gourt of Leipzig drew a revolver 
end opened fire on the presiding judge, who was dangerously 
wounded, The assassin, who was plaintiff in a suit concerning 
the validity of a will, succeeded in firing ten shots before he was 
overpowered. Those who are cognizant of the insane delusions 
+ ffecting a certain class of litigants can only wonder that similar 
outrages are not more frequent. 


The Federal Employers’ Liability Act. 


MAny OF those who have had occasion to refer to the number 
of decisions which have been given upon the construction of the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1907, will be surprised to hear that it 
was not till the following year that any such law was passed by 
the Congress of the United States, and that a question has been 
raised as to whether Congress tas power, under the interstate 
comwerce clause of the Constitution to create such a liability in 
the case of interstate common carriers. It is argued that the 
power conferred by the Constitution upon Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States was intended to insure and expedite 
the conveyance of pastengers and freight with freedc m and ease 
from one State into another, and not to regulate the conduct of 
the relations between employer and employee, which is an entirely 
distinct matter from commerce. The question is an interesting 
one, and several learned jurists have expressed their opinion that 
Congress bas no more power to define the liability of « mmon 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce to their a than 
it bas to legislate upon the domestic relations of merchants 
engaged in interstate commerce. The enactment, it is hoped, 
will soon be brought before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, when the question of constitutional pewer will be finally 
determined. 








It is stated that the Board of Inland Revenue have appointed Messrs. 
A. W. Norman and L. 8. Lloyd to be assistant secretaries in the Estate 
Duty Office from the 1st prox., in succession respectively to Mr. 8. P. 
Platt, who hae retired from the public service, and to Mr. A. W. 
Soward, who has been promoted, 
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OP rade Unions and Parliamentary 


Representation. 


In the case of Osborne v. Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants 
(reported elsewhere) the Court of Appeal have held that trade 
union funds cannot be lawfully applied to the payment of 
Members of Parliament selected by the trade union, and have 
thereby reversed the decision of NEVILLE, J, (Times, 22nd July), 
and overruled the decision of the Divisional Court (DARLING and 
PHILLIMORE, JJ.) in Steele vy, South Wales Miners’ Federation 
(1907, 1 K. B. 361). The decision proceeded partly upon the 
nature of the rules of the defendant society, and the mode in 
which they had been altered ; but it was realized that the real 
interest and importance of the case depended on wider considera- 
tions, and the effect of it is to render Parliamentary represen- 
tation in the interest of trade unions as such iapeetiive in the 
present state of the law ; unless, indeed, the House of Lords 
should take a contrary view, or unless trade unions should evade 
the result, in a manner which has been suggested, by appointing 


’ their Parliamentary representatives to offices carrying a stipend 


equivalent to that which must now be stopped. 

The definition of a trade union is to be found in section 16 of 
the Trade Union Act, 1876, replacing to this extent section 
23 of the Act of 1871: “The term ‘trade union’ means any 
combination, whether temporary or permanent, for regulating 
the relations between workmen and masters, or between 
workmen and workmen, or between masters and masters, 
or for imposing restrictive conditions on the conduct of 
any trade or business,” whether such combination would or 
would not before the Act of 1871 have been unlawful as 
being in restraint of trade. The regulation of the relations 
between workmen and masters is thus put forward as the 
prime object of a trade union, but it is clear that this need 
not be the sole object, for section 4 of the Act of 1871 expressly 
recognizes the legality of the application of the funds of a union 
to provide benefits to members. It may be said, therefore, that 
the leading object of a workmen’s trade union must be to regu- 
late the relations between workmen and masters, but that this 
does not exclude the provision generally of benefits to the work- 
men. Under Schedule I., r. 2, to the Act of 1871 it is 
required that the rules of the union shall state the whole of the 
objects for which the union is to be established, the purposes for 
which the funds are to be applicable, and the conditions under 
which members are to become entitled to benefits. This again 
is a recognition that the trade union may be established to 
ensure benefits to its members as well as to regulate the 
relations with the masters. 

In the present case the objects of the defendant union, as 
originally declared, commenced with the improvement of the 
condition and protection of the interests of the members, and the 
better regulation of relations with employers, and the settlemeat 
of disputes by arbitration or other lawful means, and a namber 
of subsidiary benefits were specified ; but nothing was said about 
Parliamentary representation, nor, indeed, was this contemplated 
when the union was established in 1872. But the rules as sub- 
sequently altered in 1905 and 1906 provided for the establish- 
ment of a fund for the maintenance of Parliamentary represent- 
ation. For this purpose a subscription of 1s, 1d. a year was to 
be required from every member. The object of the fund was 
stated to be “to provide for representation of railwaymen in 
the House of Commons as the annual general meeting may from 
time to time determine” ; and the rules as altered in 1906 con- 
tained the provision ; “ All candidates shall sign and accept the 
conditions of the Labour party and be subject to their whip.” 

The alterations made in 1906 were not made in accordance 
with the rules, and on this technical ground were invalid ; and 
the establishment of a Parliamentary representation fund, if 
lawful, should apparently have been included as one of the 
objects of the union, and not introduced incidentally into 
the rules.. But though those points were considered by the 
Court of Appeal, the decision was based upon the substantial 
uestion, Can Parliamentary representation be effectually in- 

uded as an object of a trade union, and a levy be made on the 


members and the funds applied to promote such 
And this question the Master of the Rolls and both his colleagues, 
MOULTON and Farwe.t, L.JJ., have answered in the negative. 

This result has been arrived at partly upon a consideration of 
the proper objects of a trade union, and partly upon a considera- 
tion of the duties of Members of Parliament. The proper 
objects of a trade union, it has been held, must be exclusively those 
which were contemplated by the Legia in 1871 and 1876— 
namely, the regulation of the relations of. masters and workmen 
and the provision of benefits for workmen. ‘The definition,” said 
the Master of the Rolls, “contained in the Act of 1871, or the 
amended definition in section 16 of the Act of 1876, is a limiting 
and restrictive definition. In my opinion it is not competent to 
a trade union either originally to insert in its objects or by 
amendment to add to its objects something so wholly distinet 
from the objects contemplated by the Trade Union Acts as a 

rovision to secure Parliamen representation.” Similarly 

outton, L.J.: “I cannot think that the Legislature intended 
that objects not at the time recognized as trade union objects, 
and not coming within the objects specified in the definition, 
might form part of the legitimate objects of a trade union within 
the purview of the Acts.” Moreover, both those learned judges, 
and also FARWELL, L.J., considered thatthe Trade Disputes Act of 
1906 might properly be read with the previous Acts in determin- 
ing the objects within the competence of a trade union, and that 
a trade union, in order to secure the special privil and 
exemptions of the Act of 1906, must restrict itself rigidly to the 
objects contemplated by the Legislature. “It seems to me,” 
said the Master of the Rolls, “‘ extravagant to suppose that the 
immunities and exemptions conferred by that Act can have been 
intended to apply to any business which a trade union might 
add to what I may call strictly trade union pu ™ 

There seems, however, to be a weakness here in the reference to 
the inclusion of businesses. A business may clearly be quite outside 
the scope of a trade union, and the references in other indg- 
ments—for instance, the possibility suggested by Farw 1, L.J., 
that the Times might be registered as a trade union and so secure im- 
munity from libel—seem to be far-fetched and fanciful, It is ad- 
mitted that the statutory definition is not exclusive and that a trade 
union may have as its object the provision of benefits for its mem- 
bers. The question is, how far these benefits may be carried. The 
Court of Appeal restricts them to benefits contemplated in 1871 
as ordinary in men’s societies—sick pay, insurance, and the like. 
But is the effect of legislation necessarily stereotyped in this 
way? If benefit is to come from Parliamen tation— 
and from the trade union point of view it can hardly be denied that 
this is so—why should it not be permissible to include this in the 
present objects, though not thought of in 1871? This is a 
question which the House of Lords will probably have to answer, 
and it is by no means clear that the answer will be the same 
as in the Court of Appeal. 

But the judgments of MounTon and Farwe tL, L.JJ., were 
largely founded, also, upon the nature of Parliamentary representa- 
tion. The object of the rules of the trade union was to secure that 
Members of Parliament should be found who should vote in a 
scribed manner, and it was assumed that a trade union mem 

eed so to vote in consideration of receiving a Stare of the funds 
of the society. ‘To my mind,” said Movu.ton, LJ., “it is clear 
beyond contest that such an agreement would be void as against 
publie policy, and this none the lessthough [the member's] motives 
were perfectly pure, and his intention was ree Bee use the arsed 
he thus obtained for the public good.” But in the case 
the court did not involve any question of the performance of 
such an agreement, and to make the validity of trade union 
rules depend on an agreement of this nature poe Me es 

ublic policy reminds one of the old adage about pu 

een ah unruly horse to ride. In the present case it has 
the Court of Appeal to shut its eyes to actual facts and to 
ignore the position of every member returned to Parliament. 
Fasnteta. J., fortified his judgment with a somewhat 


unfortunate quotation from Blackstone: “As it is essential 
to the very being of Parliament that elections should be abso- 


lutely free, therefore all undue influences upon the electors are 





| illegal and strongly to be prohibited” (I., p. 172). At the time 
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these words were written they wére mere theory. Such a thing 
as a free election was in most places unknown then and for a 
hundred years after. The ballot and the statutes against 
corruption have made election at the present day to a great extent 
free, but their freedom does not depend on the continuance or 
discontinuance of trade union Parliamentary representation. 
This ground of the decision, though theoretically plausible, is 
practically open to considerable doubt. The question of the 
responsibility of the Labour member was considered by 
NEVILLE, J., and he was of opinion that his particular mandate 
from his own psrty did not preclude him from paying attention 
also to the general interests of his constituents, The consti- 
tuency indeed knows the position and is under no obligation to 
elect the trade union candidate. We shall not be at all sur- 
rised to see NEVILLE, J.’s, judgment restored, as was that of 
'ARWELL, L.J., in a former notable trade union case. 








Past Debts as Consideration. 


THE question frequently arises in practice, to what extent an 
existing debt can be treated as a valuable consideration for a 
new security, and the judgment on the point which has been 
delivered by ParKER, J., in Wigan v. English and Scottish Law 
Life Association (Times, 19th ult,) contains a very interesting and 
useful statement of the law. In that case one HACKBLOCK had 
insured his life with the defendant office for £5,000. The 
policy, which was dated in 1892, contained a clause by which it 
was to be void in the case of the assured dying by his own 
hand, “but without prejudice to the bond-fide interest of third 
parties based on valuable consideration.” In 1906 HaAcKBLOCK 
was indebted to Sir F. W. WIGAN in a sum exceeding £15,000, 
and being desirous of securing this debt, he instructed his 
solicitors to prepare an assignment of the policy to Sir F. W. 
WicaNn. This was done, and the assignment was duly executed 
—about the 31st of August, 1906—and handed by HackBLock 
to his solicitors. It recited the existing debt, and a request by 
Sir F. W. Wican for further security—which had not in fact 
been made—and assigned the policy to that gentleman subject 
to redemption. It was never handed over to Sir F. W. Wican, 
or, indeed, in any way communicated to him, and shortly after- 
wards HACKBLOCK changed his mind and directed that the deed 
of assignment should be destroyed. Some days later he died by 
his own hand, and Sir F. W. Wican died in April, 1907. The 
facts as to the assignment were discovered in the course of pro- 
ceedings for the administration of HackBLock’s estate, and by 
the direetion of the master they were communicated to Sir 
F. W. Wican’s representatives, who thereupon gave notice of 
the assignment to the office and claimed payment of the policy. 
The defence was that they were not assignees for valuable con- 
sideration, and that the deed of assignment was delivered as an 
escrow upon a condition which had not been fulfilled. As the 
learned judge decided in favour of the first defence, he did not 
find it necessary to give a decision on the second. 

The mere fact that there is an existing debt cannot furnish a 
consideration for ging or agreeing to give a new security for 
the debt, but where such security is give, then there is usually 
a forbearance to sue for the debt, and this forbearance furnishes 
a sufficient consideration, where consideration is required. In 
Allianee Bank v. Brom (2 Dr. & Sm. 289)—the first of the 
cases to which Parker, J., referred in his judgment in the 
present case—a customer of a bank agreed by letter to give 
security for his loan account. A suit by the bank to enforce this 
agreement was demurred to on the ground that there was no 

for the agreement, but the bank bad refrained 
from enforcing the debt in reliance on the agreement, and this 
was sufficient consideration. ““ The effect,” said Kinpersiey, 
VC., “was, that the plaintiff did in effect give, and the defen- 
dant received, the benefit of some degree of forbearance ; not, 
indeed, for any definite time, but, at all events, some extent of 
forbearance.” Vrequently a fresh security is given on an express 
promise to og time, and then the existence of « consideration 
is clear. t where there bas been no such antecedent 
atrangement, the cz post facto consideration arising from & 





request for time, actual or implied, and actual forbearance to 
sue, is- sufficient. “It is quite enough,” said Lord Mac 
NAGHTEN in. Fullerton v. Provincial Bank of Ireland (1903, 
A. C., p. 318), “if you can infer from the surrounding cir- 
cumstances that there was an implied request for forbearance 
for a time, and that forbearance for a reasonable time was in fact 
extended to the person who asked for it.” But it follows that 
there ean be no consideration of this nature where the fact of 
the security being given is not communicated to the creditor, 
It is impossible then to infer any request for time, nor is there 
any forbearance to sue in consequence of the request or the 
giving of the security. Nor is there any alteration of the 
position of the creditor on the faith of the deed, which also 
might rank as a good ez post facto consideration: see per JESSEL, 
M.R., in Re Barker’s Estate (44 L. J. Ch. 487). PARKER, J., held, 
accordingly, that under the circumstances of the present case 
no consideration had passed from Sir F. W. WiGan to 
HACKBLOCK, and consequently the case was not within the 
exception in the policy in favour of persons taking for valuable 
consideration. 

An apparent inconsisteney arises by reason of the decision in 
Sharp v. Jackson (1899, A. C. 419), that a trustee who has com- 
mitted a breach of trust may, on the eve of bankruptcy, make an 
effectual conveyance in favour of the cestuis que trust, so as to make 
good the breach of trust. The immediate point decided in that 
case was that, the conveyance being made, not to prefer the cestuis 
qve trust, but to protect the trustee from the consequences of 
the breach of trust, was not a fraudulent preference within 
section 48 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. But one would imagine 
that, if not void under that section, it would, under the doctrine 
above stated, have been void under section 47 as a voluntary 
settlement, and it was naturally pressed on PARKER, J., that the 
House of Lords must bave ras: $e the liability to make good the 
breach of trust as a valuable consideration, although the convey- 
ance was not communicated to the cestuis que trust. But he 
declined to treat a decision on .section 48 as involving any 
decision on a question of consideration arising under another 
section, though it may very well be that a transaction such as 
that in Sharp v. Jackson would not be upheld if repeated. At any 
rate, to validate a conveyance on the ground of consideration 
there must be something in the nature of benefit to the grantor 
or detriment to the grantee, conscious)y moving from one party 
to the other. 








Reviews. 


Companies. 


DicEst or THE Companies Acts, 1900 AND 1907. WiTH Expriana- 
Tory Notes, PRECEDENTS AND Forms ; ToGETHER WITH TABLES 
oF Frees anp Duties, Stock ExcHANGE ReEGuLATIONS, RULEs 
anp Orpers, &c. By Cuarves J. Astpury, M.A., B.C.L., Bar- 
rister at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited); James Collins & Co. 
(Limited), Manchester. 

In this work the author has performed the useful task of consolidat- 
ing the provisions of the Companies Acts, 1900 and 1907. These, of 
course, are founded on the earlier Acts, notably those of 1862 and 
1867. But in asense the two recent Acts stand apart, since they 
were both intended to correct the shortcomings of the previous 
statutes. In some respects the Act of 1907 replaces that of 1900; 
in particular, as to the registration of mortgages; and section 10, 
which now regulates this vital matter, is printed so as to shew by 
italics the extent to which it varies from the repealed section 14 of 
the Act of 1900. The various sections are followed by notes in which 
their purport is fully explained. One of the most important pro- 
visions of the Act of 1907 is section 15, which permits of the re-issue, 
under certain circumstances, of redeemed debentures. The decisions-— 
such as Re George Routledge & Sons (1904, 2 Ch?474)—in which on 
technical grounds this was held to be impossible, are stated, and the 
section is properly described as providing “a moat welcome remedy.” 
The subject of reconstruction is not,.perhaps, very closely connected 
with the Acts of 1900 and 1907, but advantage is taken of section 39 of 
the latter Act, which facilitates re-organization of capital, to discuss 
reconstruction, in particular in reference to the recent decision in 

ood ¥. Henderson's Transvaal Estates (1908, 1 Ch. 743). The text 


hi 
is followed by a summary of the requirements necessary to be 
complied with under the Act of 1907, and by precedents for use in 


company matters. 
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Books of the Week. 


An Index-Digest of the Cases reported in Vols 1-90 of the 
Revised- Reports, 1785-1853. With a Complete Table of the Cases 
Reported and a List of Cases Noted and Stated. By em y 
Epwarp Porton, Sub-editor of the Revised Reports. Sweet 
Maxwell (Limited). 

The Law of Quiet Enjoyment and Title in respect of Landlord 
and Tenant. By Epcar A. Swan, B.A., Barrister at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

Valuation for Rating. Part I.: Residences, Country Mansions, 
Clubs, Contractor’s Theory of Rent, Valuation by Profits, Business 
Premises, Shops, Hotels, Banks, &c. By JosepH Greaves, C.E., 
gaseete of the Royal School of Mines, &c. Dublin: John 
Falconer. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


BUTTERWORTH & ROBERTS v. WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE 
RIVERS BOARD. 15th Oct. ; 26th Nov. 


RiveR PowtiuTion—MANvuFACTURING EFrFrLuENT—SEwAGE—DISCHARGE 
THROUGH SEWER—RIvVERS PoLLUTION PREvENTION Act, 1876 (39 & 40 
Vict. c. 75), ss. 3, 4, 7, 10. 

The discharge of a manufacturing effluent into a sewer communicating 
with a river, so that the river was polluted by such effluent within the 
meaning of section 4 of the Rivers Pollution Prevention Act, 1876, is 
an offence under that section. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal affirming an order of 
the King’s Bench Division, which dismissed an appeal from a judgment 
of the Yorkshire County Court. The appellants were woollen manu- 
facturers ; the respondents a joint committee constituted for the purpose 
of enforcing the provisions of the Rivers Pollution Prevention 
Act, 1876. An action against the appellants was commenced 
in the ceunty court holden at Holmfirth for a summary order 
restraining them from committing an offence under section 4 
of that Act by causing to fall or flow or knowingly permitting to fall or 
flow or to be carried into a stream in the West Riding called Stubbin 
Clough polluting liquids proceeding from their factory and from the 
manufacturing processes carried on therein. The defence was that the 
appellants had a prescriptive right to discharge the polluting liquid 
into the sewer, os that it was the duty of the local sanitary authority 
to dispose of it so as not to break the Aes They contended that they 
did not cause this refuse to flow into the stream within the meaning of 
the section, because, although it did flow into the stream by gravitation, 
all they did was to cause it to flow into the sewer, which was under the 
control of the local sanitary authority, and they (the appellants) had 
no responsibility for its ulterior destination. 

Tre Hovss took time to consider. 

Lord Loresurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
said an examination of the Act of 1876 had led him to the conclusion that 
the order before their lordships ought to be affirmed. The question 
raised was no doubt one of great importance. This was not the case 
of ordinary house sewage. _ ont sanitary authority was obliged to 
give facilities for enabling manufacturers to convey their liquid manu- 

acturing refuce into the sewers, provided it be not ‘“‘injurious in a 
sanitary point of view.’’ But, even if it were so, the manufacturer was 
not guilty of an offence if the channel was constructed or in course of 
construction in 1876, when the Act was passed, provided he was using 
the best practicable and reasonably available means to render it harm- 
lecs. In the present case the appellants or their predecessors had (it 
might be assumed) in 1876 and long before that a right to discharge 
their refuse into the conduit they still used, and thence into the stream. 
But they had not used the best means of making their refuse harmless. 
Accordingly they had not the benefit of the proviso. 

Lords Ticuaguren and Rosertson gave judgments to the same effect. 

Lord Coitins concurred. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounssL, 
Sir C. A. Cripps, K.C., and Lowenthal ; Danckwerts, K.C., and W. J. 
Jeeves. Soxuicrrors, Van Sandan &: Co., for Mills & Co., Huddersfield ; 
Clements, Williams, & Co., for H. F. Atter, Wakefield. 


[Reported by Ersxins Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


— 








LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD ». STONEHAM UNION. 
19th and 20th Oct. ; 26th Nor, 


The case came origi before the courts in the form of an applica- 
tion to make absolute a rule nisi for a writ of certiorari to b up 
and quash an order made by the Local Government Board, by which a 
local Act union was dissolved, and the parishes comprised in that union, 
with two additional parishes, were formed into a new union. In 1773 
a local Act was passed, the title of which was “An Act for better 
— the poor and repairing the highways within the town and 
county of the town of Southampton.’”” By the order of the Local 
Government Board it was intended to dissolve this union and to add 
to it two other parishes taken from South Stoneham Union for the 
purpose of forming another union, to be known as the Sou 
Union. The rule was obtained by the South Stoneham Union, who 
opposed the change. The argument turned on the true effect of certain 
sections of the various Poor Law Acts from 1834 to 1876. The 
Divisional Court discharged the rule, but the Court of Appeal ordered 
the writ of certiorari to issue, and the costs of the respondents to be 
paid by the appellants. Hence the present appeal by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The case below is reported sub. nom.: Rex v. Local 
Government Board, Ex parte South Stoneham Union. 

Tue Hovss having considered, : 

Lord Loresurn, C., in giving judgment, said he had had the advan- 
tage of reading in print the opinion of Lord Macnaghten, and it was 
only necessary, as he agreed with it, for him to state his reasons 
why the appeal should be allowed briefly. In course of so doing, he 
said the guardians of the Stoneham Union contended that the Local 
Government Board had no power to make the order dissolving the local 
Act union. In his opinion that was not so, for he thought power to 
do this was explicitly given to the board by section 11 of the Divided 
Parishes and Poor ios Amendment Act, 1876. It followed that the 
appeal would be allowed, and the rule discharged with costs. 

Lord MacnaGHTEN then read the judgment of the House. 

Lords Rosertson, ATKINSON, and CoLLINs concurred. Appeal 
allowed.—Counskg1, Sir 8S. 7’. Evans, 8.G., and Rowlatt ; Horace Avory, 
K.C., and S. H. Emanuel. Soxscrrors, Sharpe, Pritchard, 4 Co. ; Lees, 
Butterworth, & McDonnell, for E. T. Westlake, Southampton. 

[Reported by Exsxive Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





_—_ 


Court of Appeal. 


WHITE AND HALES r. ISLINGTON BOROUGH COUNCIL. No. 1. 
3rd, 4th, Sth, and 30th Nov. 


Ratinc—Poor Rare—Ratinc or Owners—Hovse Wuoity Ler Ovr 
IN APARTMENTS OR LopGINGS—REPRESENTATION OF THE Propie Act, 
1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 102), s. 7—Poor Rare Assessment anp CoL- 
LecTion Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 41), ss. 3, 4, 6. 

The owners of dwelling-houses in boroughs wholly let out in apart- 
ments or lodgings not separately rated are liable to be rated under 
section 7 of the Representation of the People Act, 1867. 

Per Vaughan Williams, L.J.—The provisions of sections 3 and 4 of 
the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869, do not affect the 
Act of 1867 in any respect. 

Davis v. Wallis (1908, 2 KX. B. 134) reversed. 

This was an appeal by the Borough Council of Islington against a 
decision of the Divisional Court Gael smpacted on a oe case which 
followed the previous decision of the King’s Bench Division in Devise v. 
Wallis (1908, 2 K. B. 134). The facts mutatis mutandis of the two 
cases were, so far as raising the question of law, agreed to be the same. 
In Davis’ case the question could not be ied farther than the Divisional 
Court, and it was to obtain the decision of a higher tribunal that the 
present proceedings were instituted. Section 7 (i) of the Representatien 
of the People Act, 1867, provides that after the passing of that Act no 
owner of any dwelling-house or other tenement in a parish wholly or 
y arliamentary borough should be rated to the poor rate 
instead of the occupier except as hereinafter mentioned, and section 
7 (2) enacts aged alia) that ‘‘ where Se Se oe 
shall be wh et out in aj ts or i not separa’ rated, 

ta ater neGhall be rated in 


the owner of such dwelling-house or tenemen’ respect 
thereof to the poor rate.” The facts in the present case brought the 
respondents, Dr. S. White, who owned one house in Essex-road, 


Islington, and Alexander Hales, who owned four in 
street, in the same borough, within the definition of the 
second paragraph of section 7 (2) of the Act of 1867. 
council were therefore justified in rating the respondents as they 
done unless that ph had been repealed by the Poor Rate / 
ment and Collection oy 1869. 

‘Tux Court took time to consider. ; 

Vavenan Wiitiams, L.J., in giving judgment, said the general 
was assessed, made, and levied as one with, as if it were, the 
rate. The respondents were rated by the council of the 
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Poon Lawe-Unron Formep unpsr Locat Act—Powsr or Locan 


Governuunt Boarp to Dissonve sy Orper Loca, Acr Union— | 


Powgr to Unrre Parisuys—Poor Law Amenpment Act, 1834 (4 & 5 

Wu. 4, $ 76), ss 26 AND 32—Poor Law Amenpment Act, 1844 (7 & 8 

Vier. 6. 101), s. 64—Drvipap- Parisaes anv Poon Law AMENDMENT 

Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. o. 61), 8 11. - 

The rye Government Board have power, under section U1 of the 
Divided Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876, by order to 
dissolve a union formed under a local Act. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1908, 2 A. 2, 368) reversed. 
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council considered they ought to do so under section 7 (i 
1867. The respondents never or resided i 
ve At the time of i Ge we Se ee 
| for some years previously been, w out in 
lodgings. It wn contended on behalf of ts 
much of section 7 of the Representation of the A % 
| pelated to the rating of owners instead of occupiers had been repealed 
by implication eS Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1868; 
| ) that, even if provisions of the Representation of the cea A 
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867, were not so repealed, it was necessary in order to bring the houses 
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within the provisions of that section, for the appellants to prove that 

the present state of letting existed at the date of the passing of the Act 

(August 15, 1867) ; (3) that under whatever Act the appellants purported 

to rate the respondents, the rate was bad, as no allowance, abatement, 

or deduction had ever been or was allowed or made to them in respect 
of the rate. The Divisional Court, following Davis v. Wallis (1908, 
2 K. B. 134) held that the respondents as owners of dwelling-houses let 
out wholly in this way could only be rated instead of the occupiers, 
subject to the provisions of sections 3 and 4 of the Poor Rate Assess- 
ment and Collection Act, 1869, and dismissed the claim by the borough 
council, who thereupon lodged this appeal. Speaking for himself, the 
learned Lord Justice said he certainly should be disposed, if he could, 
consistently with the true construction of the Acts respectively of 1867 
and 1869, to uphold the decision of the King’s Bench Division, for it 
seemed to him (prima facie) improbable that the Legislature should have 
passed a general rating Act in 1869 enabling the rating authorities to 
rate, in the case of hereditaments not exceeding certain rateable values, 
owners instead of occupiers, granting the owner rated instead of the 
occupier in every case an abatement or deduction from the full rate, 
and yet intentionally omit such abatement or deduction in the case of 
the owner of a dwelling-house wholly let out in apartments or lodgings 
not separately rated, such owner having first become rateable under 
section 7 of the Franchise Act, 1867, by way of exception to a general 
provision that the liability antecedent to the Act of 1867 of owners to be 
rated instead of occupiers should cease and that no owner of any 
dwelling-house or other tenement situated in a parish either wholly or 
partly within a borough—i.e., a Parliamentary borough—shall be rated 
to the poor instead of the occupier. But while this difficulty existed, 
he could not put upon the words of sections 3 and 4 of the Act of 1869 
any construction which enabled him to apply the provisions as to abate- 
ment and deduction to owners rated instead of occupiers under the pro- 
visions of section 7 of the Act of 1867. Indeed, he did not think 
that the Act of 1869 affected the Act of 1867 in any respect. The Act 
of 1869 was only intended to put those owners on the rate book who 
were not already there, the owners in Parliamentary boroughs of 
dwelling-houses or tenements wholly let out in apartments or lodgings 
not separately rated were rightfully placed already on the rate book 
under section 7 of the Act of 1867, and were subject to the full rte, 
since there were no words in the section justifying any abatement or 
deduction whatsoever. He did not think that the Act of 1869 repealed 
section 7 of the Act of 1867, and he was partly led to that conclusion 
by the consideration that to hold that section to be repealed would 
relieve the owner of the dwelling-house wholly let out in apartments 
or lodgings altogether free from liability to be rated instead of the 
occupier, which he did not think the Legislature intended. The result 
was that the appeal succeeded. 

Bucktgy and Kexnepy, L.JJ., gave judgments to the same effect. 
Ap allowed with costs.—CounseLt, Lush, K.C., Walter Hyd2, and 
J. W. M’Carthy; Alexander Glen, K.C., and Kyffin. Sorictrors, A. M. 
Bramall ; Herbert A. Phillips. ‘ 

[Reported by Ensxixe Rev, Barrister-at-Law.] 


OSBORNE +. AMALGAMATED SOCIETY OF RAILWAY SERVANTS. 
No. 2, 28th Nov. 


Traape Unton—ParciamentaRy Representation—Ossects or Union— 
Uirra Virnes—Reies—Certiricate or ReGcistRaR—TRapes UNIon 
Acts, 1871 anp 1876 (344 & 35 Vict. c. 31; 39 & 40 Vict. c. 22). 


A trade union registered under and claiming the benefits of the Trade 


statutory definition of trades union and the other provisions of those 
Acts any other object which is not in itself illegal. It is, therefore, 
ultra vires a trade union to employ its funds to provide for the Parlia- 
mentary representation of its members, such an object being wholly 
distinct from the objecte contemplated by the Trades Union Acts. 
There is nothing in the Trades Union Acts to make the registrar's 
certificate conclusive evidence of the validity of the rules. Conse- 
quently, a rule, which iz intra vires the union but is not passed in 
Fenians with the provisions of the rules, is not made valid by the 
registrar's certificate. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Neville, J. The plaintiff 
was the secretary of the Walthamstow branch of the defendant society, 
which was a2 trade union established in the year 1872, and was regis- 
tered under the Trade Union Acts of 1871 and 1876. The objects for 
which the society was established were ‘‘ to improve the condition and 
protect the interests of ite members; to endeavour to obtain and main- 
tain reasonable hours of duty and fair rates of wages; to promote a 
grea understanding between employers and enplopel, the better regu- 

tion of their relations and the settlement of disputes between them 
by arbitration, or, failing arbitration, by other lawful means; to pro- 
vide temporary assistance to members when out of employment through 
causes over which they have no control, or through unjust treatment ; 
to provide legal assistance when necessary in matters pertaining to the 
emp mt of members, or for securing compensation for members 
who suffer injury by accidents in their employment occasioned by the 

igence of their employer or of those tor whom their employer is 
; to aid the young orphan children of all members; and 


- 


to use 


every efiort to provide for the safety of railway work and of railway 
pam omgy Se AB ppragee @ grant of money in case of members perma- 
nently disa or killed by accident, or when by reason of old age 
they cannot follow their regular employment; also to enable such 
members as voluntarily desire it to provide funds for their relief in 


sickness or temporary disablement, and for their respectable inter- 
ment.’’ The current rules of the society, which came into operation 
on the 1st of January, 1906, had been materially altered at the annual 
general meeting of the society held in October, 1905, and ‘these rules, 
so far as material, were—as partially altered in October, 1906, the 
partial alterations appearing in italics—as follows :—‘‘ Rule II. Govern- 
ment of the Society. 1. For the supreme government of the society 
there shall be an annual general meeting. . . . 3. The annual 
general meeting shall be held in October of each year. . . . 4. (a) 
The annual general meeting shall have power to amend, rescind,. or 
make rules every three years (except an alteration is recommended by 
the executive committee in the interim as urgently required in the 
interests of the society, in which case it shall be brought before the 
next annual general meeting). Rule XIII., Section IV. Parliament- 
ary Representation. 1. For the maintenance of Parliamentary repre- 
sentation a fund shall be established by the society. The subscription 
to be 1s. 1d. per year per member, to be paid quarterly, and forwarded 
to the head office with the quarter’s dues. 2. The objects of the fund 
shall be (a) to provide for representation of railwaymen in the House 
of Commons as the annual general meeting may from time to time 
determine. All candidates shall sign and accept the conditions of the 
Labour party and be subject to their Whip. (b) To contribute to the 
Labour presentation Committee such sums as the executive com- 
mittee or the annual general meeting may from time to time direct so 
long as the society remains affiliated to such committee. 3. A separate 
account shall be kept of this fund, and the money invested in the 
names of the trustees of the society. . . . Such funds shall be 
used for the objects herein stated. 4. Candidates adopted in 
accordance with object (a) must be and remain bond-fide members of 
the society. 5. In the event of a candidate being selected for 
a constituency his election expenses shall be defrayed. farce * 
Should a candidate be elected he shall be paid a salary of £250 a year 
and third-class return fare to his constituency so long as he remains a 
member of Parliament. - 7. The executive committee shall make 
suitable provision for the registration of a constituency represented by 
a member or members, who may be candidates responsible to and paid 
by this society. Rule XVIII. 1. No new rule shall be made, nor 
shall any of the rules herein contained be amended, altered, or 
rescinded, except by the annual general meeting every third year.’’ The 
plaintiff alleged that rule XIII., section IV., above stated, or, alterna- 
tively, so much thereof as partially altered in italics, and the raising by 
the society by compulsory subscription from the plaintiff and other mem- 
bers of the society and the distribution of moneys for the purposes and 
in manner in the said rule appearing were not within the objects or 
purposes of the society or within the purposes mentioned in section 16 
of the Trade Union Act, 1876, and were ultra vires the society. He 
further alleged that the partial alteration in italics was invalid, 
having regard to rule XVIII. and to the fact that the rules had been 
last altered or amended at the annual general meeting held in October, 
1905, and he claimed a declaration accordingly, and an injunction to 
restrain the society and its trustees from distributing moneys for any 
objects other than those mentioned in section 16 of the Trade Union 
Act, 1876, and in particular from acting under or distributing money 
for the purpose of rule XIII., section 1V., as above stated. The 
defendants did not admit that any part of rule XIII., section IV., 
was not within the objects or purposes of the society, or was ultri 
vires, and they denied that there had been any non-compliance with 
the rules. They further contended that under rule If. (4a) and 
rule XVIII. the alteration in italics to rule XIII., section 1V., had 
been duly submitted to the annual general meeting held in October, 
1906, and was carried by large majorities. The rules of 1906 and the 
partial alteration in italics had been registered under the Trade Union 
Acts. Neville, J., was of opinion that the point as to the validity of 
the alteration in the rule was really determined by Rosenberg v. 
Northumberland Building Society (22 Q. B. D. 373), which, following 
the case of Dewhurst v. Clarkson (3 E. & B. 194), decided that when 
once the rules of a building society had been registered they were, 
supposing them to be intra vires, binding on the society irrespective of 
whether or not they were properly passed. His lordship thought that 
the substance of that decision applied to the present case and that the 
rules were binding. As to the second point, his lordship was of 
opinion that, as it had been conceded that the application of the funds 
of the society towards procuring Parliamentary representation in the 
interests of the members was not ultrd vires, it was impossible to hold 
that the trade unions were not at liberty to affiliate themselves to 
whatever political party they pleased. His lordship, therefore, came 
to the conclusion that the rule as amended in italics was not ultra vires 
the society, and that the action must, accordingly, be dismissed. The 
plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Courr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fiercuer Movtron and 
Farwe11, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. ~ 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This appeal raises questions of difficulty and 
great importance with reference to trade unions. The material facts 
are not in dispute. The Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants is 
a trade union which was established in 1872 and registered under the 
Trade Union Act, 1871. The a for which it was established are 
stated in the rules. (His lordship read the rule as above stated, and 
continued :] Nothing was said in the original rules as to securin 
Parliamentary representation by means of compulsory levies. In 1903, 
for the first time, there was introduced by amefidment words ‘to 
secure Parliamentary representation,’ and in 1 an amendment was 








carried requiring all candidates to sign and accept the conditions of 
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- ment was not properly carried, because there was no resolution by the 


the Labour party and to be subject to their Whip. This last amend- 


executive committee that the alteration was urgently required in the 

interests of the society. Nevertheless, the amended rule was certified 

by the registrar. The plaintiff is and has been for sixteen years a 

member of the society, and as such has an interest in its funds. The 

action was commenced to obtain a declaration that the rule requiring 

payment of 1s. per member per year for Parliamentary representation 

is invalid, and alternatively that the condition introduced in 1906 was 

invalid. Neville, J., feeling himself bound by the decision of the 

Divisional Court in Steele v. South Wales Miners’ Federation (1907, 

1 K. B. 361), that the provision of a Parliamentary representation fund 

was within the scope of a trade union, and without expressing any 
opinion on the subject, dealt only with the second point, and he held 
that the certificate of the registrar was conclusive as to the validity 
of the addition made in 1906, and he dismissed the action with costs. 

On the appeal both questions have been argued before us. It has not 
been contended that the dispute is one with which the court ought not 
to deal. Now, it is important to observe that a trade union was not the 
creation of the Act of 1871. That Act dealt with the existing com- 
binations known as trade unions. It is common knowledge that in 
1871 the idea of securing ponggeneary 4 representation was not one of 
the objects attempted to be secured by trade unions. The Act, in 
section 23, defines a trade union as follows :—‘‘The term ‘trade 
union’ means such combination, whether temporary or permanent, for 
regulating the relations between workmen and masters, or between 
workmen and workmen, or between masters and masters, or for 
pees restrictive conditions on the conduct of any trade or business, 
as would, if this Act had not passed, have been deemed to have been 
an unlawful combination by reason of some one or more of its purposes 
being in restraint of trade. Provided that this Act shall not affect— 
(1) Any agreement between partners as to their own business; (2) any 
agreement between an employer and those employed by him as to such 
employment; (3) any agreement in consideration of the sale of the 
goodwill of a business or of instruction in any profession, trade, or 
handicraft.’’ The Act itself shews that the provision of benefits to 
members was knewn by Parliament to be, and sanctioned by Parlia- 
ment as being, within the scope of a trade union—see especially section 
4, sub-section 3a, and the First Schedule, section 2. I see no reason to 
doubt that the objects of the defendant union, as originally expressed, 
were authorised by the Act. But it is argued that a trade union regis- 
tered under, and claiming the benefit of, the Act of 1871, and thereby 
constituted not a corporation, but a species of yuasi-corporation, can, 
in addition to the objects plainly indicated in the statutory definition of 
trade union and in the other sections of the Act, with any provisions 
merely ancillary to these objects, also add any other object not other- 
wise illegal. Thus it may carry on a trade, subject only to the restric- 
tion as to the number of members imposed by section 4 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, or it may devote its funds to the promotion of any 
political or religious party, or to the encouragement of any athletic 
sports, and it will none the less be a trade union with all the rights, 
privileges, and disabilities of a trade union. I am unable to adhe to 
this argument. The definition contained in the Act of 1871, or the 
amended definition in section 16 of the Act of 1876, is a limiting and 
restrictive definition. In my opinion, it is not competent to a trade 
union either originally to insert in its objects or by amendment to add 
to its objects something so wholly distinct from the objects contem- 
plated by the Trade Union Acts as a provision to secure Parliamentary 
representation. Trade unions comprise members of every shade of 
political opinion, and I cannot think it was the intention of the Legis- 
lature that it should be competent to a majority of the members to 
compel a minority to support by their votes, still less by their subscrip- 
tions, political opinions which they may abhor under penalty, not only 
of being expelled from the union, and thus losing all chance of benefit, 
but also the risk, and, in some cases, the very serious risk, of not bein 

able to find employment in their trade in consequence of the oo 
of trade union members to work with non-union members. This is the 
conclusion which I have reached by the mere consideration of the 
Acts of 1871 and 1876. But I think it is permissible to refer to the 
Trade Disputes Act, 1906, which applies to every trade union under 
the earlier Acts. It seems to me extravagant to suppose that the 
immunities and exemptions conferred by that Act can have been 
intended to apply to any business which a trade union might add to 
what I may call strictly trade union purposes. In short, that Act 
confirms the view that a trade union registered under the earlier Acts 


registration, have been complied with. This is the only provision 
making a certificate conclusive evidence. Section 13, aib-cabhice 6, 
authorizes the Home Secretary from time to time to make regulations 
respecting registration under the Act, and generally for carrying the 
Act into effect, but I do not think it would be competent for the Home 
Secretary by regulation to make the registrar’s certificate of any 
alteration of the rules conclusive evidence of the validity of the altera- 
tions. However that may be, the regulations which have been made 
do not even purport to make the certificate conclusive evidence. On the 
construction of these Acts, I am clearly of opinion that it would be 
wrong to hold the certificate to be conclusive. The learned judge 
seems to have considered himself bound by the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Rosenberg v. Northumberland Building Society (22 
Q. B. D. 381), “oe words which are not identical, though they may be 
similar, in the Building Societies Acts. With great respect to the 
learned judge, I do not think it is right to treat a decision on a 
different Act as a binding authority on the construction of this Act. 
I can find no such difficulty in construing the Act of 1871 as would 
drive me to such a dangerous argument as one based upon analogy. 
There was a further point raised in argument—namely, that even if 
the maintenance of Parliamentary representation might have been 
originally inserted as one of the objects of the trade union, it could not 
be added under the mere power to alter the rules. There is a good deal 
of force in this argument, but I desire to express no concluded opinion 
upon it. It is unnecessary for me to add that my judgment in no way 
depends upon the fact that the Socialist party rather than any other 
political party is that which it is sought to benefit by the amended rule. 
The appeal must be allowed. There must be a declaration that rule 
XIII., section IV., is invalid, and that the same is not binding upon 
the plaintiff and other members of the aay § And there must be an 
injunction restraining the defendants from levying from the plaintiff 
and other members of the defendant society, and from applying the 
moneys of the society for any of the purposes mentioned in rule XIII., 
section IV. The respondents must pay the costs of the action and of 
the appeal.—CounseL, Jenkins, K.C., Spencer Bower, K.C., and Stuart 
Bevan; Peterson, K.C., H. 8S. Preston, Edmond Browne, and Clement 
Edwards. Sottcrrors, C. T. Wilkinson; Pattinson d- Brewer. 
[Reported by J. I. Srimttne, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MULROONEY +. TODD AND LORD MAYOR, &c., OF BRADFORD. 
. No, 2. 28th Nov. 


MAsTER AND SeERVANT—CoORPORATION—TRADE OR Bustness—Powers 
AND Dutires—AcctpDENT—WoRKMEN’s COMPENSATION—WORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), ss. 4 (1), 13. 


When a corporation, having power to do or not to do any act, deter- 
mines to do it, the Act is done in pursuance of its powers and duties 
within section 13 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and if the 
corporation contracts with any other person to carry out the work in 
question, the corporation is liable as principal for any compensation 
that may be payable to a workman meeting with an accident under 
section 4 (1) of the Act as defined by section 13. 


This was an appeal from an award of the county court judge sitting 
at Bradford as an arbitrator under the Workmen's Compensation Act, 
1906. The Bradford Corporation were the owners of a plot of 
land adjoining one of their markets, which was occupied by the ruins 
of an old mill which had been ~ e's by fire. The corporation was 
desirous of clearing this land. ey advertised for a person 
to purchase the bricks and to pull the mill down and remove 
the bricks and all rubbish from the site. Todd made an 
offer for the bricks of £15, which was accepted, and this amount he 

id. Todd also undertook to pull down the building and remove the 
bricks and rubbish. In the course of pulling down the building one ef 
the workmen, Thomas Mulrooney, met with a fatal accident, and his 
widow brought a claim for compensation against both Todd and the 
Bradford Coonenution. The county court judge held that the 
deceased workman was in Todd’s employment, and that Todd was 
liable to pay the compensation, which was agreed at £185. He also 
held that, under section 4 of the Act, read with the definition clause 
in section 13, the Bradford Corporation wer€"also liable to Bey the 
compensation, but he ordered them to be indemnified by Todd. The 
Bradford Corporation appealed. Todd did not appeal, but paid the 
compensation. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fietcerr Moviton and 
Farwett, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is a case, and so far as I know the first 





must be a body with limited a. am unable to agree with the 
judgments of arling and Phillimore, JJ., in the case of Steele v. 
South Wales Miners’ Federation (supra). They seem to have been 


largely influenced by the omission of any reference to ‘ benefits’? in | 


the definition of trade union. But, as I have pointed out, the Act itself 
says that a trade union may provide benefits. I cannot concur in their 
view that there is nothing to prevent a trade union from having a great 
number of additional objects besides. It follows that, in my opinion 
it-is not competent for a trade union to provide for the maintenance of 
Parliamentary representation by means. of a comp ye This 
really disposes of the appeal, for it was not contended that the regis- 
trar’s certificate would be conclusive as to a rule which the court holds 
to be ultra vires. But as the subordinate point upon which Neville, J., 
based his judgment is important, I think it right to say that I am 
unable to agree with that judgment. Section 13, sub-section 5, of the 
Act of 1871 makes the first certificate of registration of a trade union 
conclusive evidence that the regulations of the Act, with respect to 


cont, whidll Tie iit OG OS Set Se ae ee ee 
| Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. I confess it is a section which is 
' not al er easy to construe, all in the t case I have 


| satisfied myself as to what ought to be First of all, let me state 

‘the facts apart from the law. [His lordship stated the facts, and 
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the purposes of this Act, be treated as the trade or business of the 
authority.’ Reading those words into section 4 (1) of the Act, it 
would run thus :—‘‘ Where any person '’—that is, the local authority— 
‘“*(in this section referred to as the principal) in the course of or for 
the purposes of the exercise and performance of his powers and duties 
contracts with any other person (in this section referred to as the con- 
tractor) for the execution by or under the contractor of the whole or 
any part of any work undertaken by the principal, the principal shall 
be liable to pay to any workman employed in the execution of the work 
any compensation under this Act which he would have been liable to 
pay if that workman had been immediately employed by him; and 
where compensation is claimed from or, proceedings are taken against 
the principal, then, in the application of this Act, references to the 
principal shall be substituted for references to the employer, except 
that the amount of compensation shall be calculated with reference to 
the earnings of the workman under the employer by whom he is imme- 
diately employed : Provided that, where the contract relates to thresh- 
ing, ploughing, or other agricultural work, and the contractor provides 
and uses machinery driven by mechanical power for the purpose of such 
work, he and he alone shall be liable under this Act to pay compensa- 


tion to any workman employed by him on such work.’ It is argued 
on behalf of the workman’s representative, and the county 
court judge has taken this view, that under the language of the section 


taken with the interpretation clause this was work which the corpora- 
tion as principals undertook in the execution of their duties and for 
that purpose employed Todd as contractor. If section 4 (1) stood alone 
without the proviso, I think that there would be great force in the con- 
tention that the section was intended to operate only in cases where 
you had first a contract and then a sub-contract, and the marginal note 
to the section lends colour to that view. But that view is impossible, 
and it was admitted to be impossible, when the section is read as a 
whole with the proviso as regards agricultural work, for which the 
farmer is never a contractor. The argument which has been addressed 
to us has been mainly this. It has been contended that this was really 
a contract for the sale of goods having regard to section 62 of the Sale 
of Goods Act, 1893. I am not sure that it can be a sale of goods, and I 
think that, having regard to the whole transaction, it was not primarily 
a contract for the sale of goods. It was a contract entered into by the 
corporation with Todd in order that the site might be utilised for the 
P of their market, and in order to achieve that they said that 
Todd might have all the materials for undertaking to clear the site, 
and, as the materials were worth more than the cost of the labour, he 
was to pay them £15 in addition. I do not regard this as an ordinary 
contract for the sale of goods where the purchaser has to remove the 
goods from off the premises. I think there was an express obligation 
here binding Todd to remove the bricks and clear away the rubbish. 
That was the primary intention of the contract, and that Todd was to 
be entitled to keep the bricks was only one element in the payment for 
the work that he undertook to do on behalf of the corporation. It 
seems to me that this was work undertaken by the corporation, and it 
was done by virtue of the contract made with’Todd for that purpose. 
Then it is said that this was not done by the corporation in exercise and 
performance of their powers and duties—that is to say, the section has 
no application except in the case of positive duties enforceable, I pre- 
sume, by mandamus. I do not think that the words can be so inter- 
preted. I think that when a corporation having power to do or not to 
do a thing determines to do it, that is a matter which comes within 
those words. I entirely decline to limit the words in the way sug- 

. That is, in substance, the view taken by the county 
eourt judge. I agree with that view, and I think that the appeal must 
be dismissed with costs. I have intentionally avoided dealing with 
the case of a trader. It seems to me that there may be more difficulty 
in the case of a trader than in the case of a corporation which is 
governed by section 13, and makes this case more easy than the case 
of a trader. 

Fretcure Movtiton and Farweti, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect.—Counset, (. A. Russell, K.C., and FP. Wood; R. Watzon. 
Souicrrors, Cann d- Sons, for Frederick Stevenz, Bradford; Wrensted, 
Hind, & Robertz, for Scott, Eamez, & Mossman, Bradford. 

[Reported by J. I. Srratine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
WHITTING +. WHITTING. Neville, J. 18th, 26th Nov. 


Serrtemest—Powrr or Appointment—Remoreness—Rvutes AGAINst 
Perpercrries axp Dovets Possietitirtres—Ossect or Power Concur- 
RING IN APProt‘TMENT TO A Persow Nor aw Ovsect—Trust ror Any 
CHILD of THe Dowex ATTAINING TwWentTY-THREe Years or Ace—Power 
To Aprotxt To THe Issuz or THE SeTriton sawp Any Wire or His 
Sossect to « Lire Iwrerzest 1s THe SetTttorn anp Sucn Wire— 
APPOINTMENT BY THE SeTTLon’s Wirz to His Davonter—Resvttina 
Trvsrt. 

The donees of a power of appointment appointed to their son, an 
object of the power for life and then to any wife of such son, the wife 
not being an object of the power, for her life. The son was a party to 
the deed of appointment. 

Had, that the appointment to the wife waz good, as the deed operated 
az a settlement by the son of the appointed fund. 

A settlement upon any children attaining ee years of age 
of the settlor by any wife held void as infringing the rules against per- 





A power of appointment to the issue of the settlor by any wife, subject 
to the life interests of the settlor and his wife, such issue to be born in 
his lifetime, is not validly exercised by an appointment by the settlor’s 
will to the settlor’s daughter. 

By the trusts of an indenture of settlement dated the 18th of June, 
1844, upon the marriage of Charles Whitting and Ann Harris Williams, 
certain real property was to be held, after the decease of the survivor 
of the said Charles Whitting and the said Ann Harris Williams, upon 
trust for their children or issue as they should jointly appoint, and in 
default as thereby settled to their children equally, and in default of 
any children or child, to the use of the said Charles Whitting and his 
heirs, and by an indenture dated the 24th of October, 1877, to which 
Edward Morgan Whitting, a child of the said marriage, was a party, 
Charles and Ann Harris Whitting appointed the said premises com- 
prised in the indenture of the 18th of June, 1844, upon trust after the 
death of Charles and Ann Harris Whitting for Edward Morgan 
Whitting during his life and after his death in trust for any wife for 
her life and after the decease of the survivor in trust for all or such 
one or more exclusively of the others or other of the issue of the said 
Edward Morgan Whitting by any wife (such issue to be born during 
the life of the said Edward Morgan Whitting) as the said Edward 
Morgan Whitting should by deed or will appoint, and in default of 
appointment, in trust for all the children or any child of the said 
Edward Morgan Whitting who being sons or a son should attain the 
age of twenty-three or being daughters or a daughter should attain that 
age or marry under that age, and if more than one in equal shares. 
Edward Morgan Whitting survived his parents. By his will dated the 

1st of May, 1906, he appointed part of the said premises to his daughter 
Maud Gwenllian Whitting, subject to the trusts of the indenture of 1877. 
The testator died in February, 1907. Adjourned summons to determine 
(inter alia) (a) whether the widow of Edward Morgan Whitting was 
entitled to a life interest in the premises subject to the indenture of 
1877; and whether (6) the power of appointment by Edward Morgan 
Whitting to his issue after his and his wife’s deaths under the settle- 
ment of 1877; and (c) the interest by that deed created in favour of his 
child or children attaining twenty-three years, were valid; (d) whether 
the appointment by his will to Maud Gwenllian Whitting was validly 
exercised ; and (¢) who were entitled to the premises. 

Nevitte, J.—In my opinion the indenture of the 24th of October, 
1877, operated as an appointment by Charles Whitting and Ann Harris 
his wife of the property assigned to the trustees in favour of their son 
Edward Morgan Whitting, and a settlement by him upon the trusts 
therein declared. It appears to me that it is within the rule as stated 
in Sugden on Powers, of which the case of Goldsmid v. Goldsmid 
(2 Hare, p. 187) is an example. That rule is an illustration of the dis- 
regard of formalities which has led the court in many instances to 
uphold direct transactions irregular in form when the same result could 
have been arrived at in a more circuitous manner. Inasmuch as a donee 
of a power can appoint in favour of one of the objects of a power who 
can then settle the appointed fund in any manner which seems good to 
him, an appointment of the fund made with the concurrence of the 
object of the power to persons not within its scope will be upheld. This 
doctrine is, I think, quite distinct from the doctrine of cy prés whereby 
the court has prevented the disappointment of a testator’s intention by 
modifying a gift so as to prevent its failure owing to the operation of 
the rule against perpetuities : see Nicholl v. Nicholl (2 W. BL., p. 1158), 
and Monypenny v. Dering (2 De G. M. & G., p. 145). I _ think 
therefore the former doctrine applies, notwithstanding that the limita- 
tions attempted to be created by the settlement should prove to be void 
in whole or in part. In my opinion the limitation in the settlement of 
the 24th of October, 1877, in favour of ‘‘all the children or any child 
of the said Edward Morgan Whitting by any wife who being sons 
shall attain the age of twenty-three”’ is void whether considered with 
regard to the rule against perpetuities or to the rule against double 
possibilities. In the one case the estate need not vest within a life 
or lives in being at the date of the settlement and twenty-one years, and 
in the other ae is a remainder to the unborn children of a wife 
possibly unborn at the date of the settlement : see Whitby v. Mitchell 
(44 Ch. D., p. 85) and Re Frost (43 Ch. D., p. 246). The subsequent 
limitations in the settlement consequently fail, but it remains to consider 
whether the trust for all or such one or more exclusively of the others 
or other of the issue of the said Edward Morgan barn by any wife 
to be born during the life of the said Edward Morgan itting as the 
said Edward Morgan Whitting shall by deed or will — was capable 
of being validly exercised in favour of his daughter by his will. On 
the one hand it is said that it is a limitation in favour of such of the 
unborn children of a possibly unborn wife as Edward Morgan Whitting 
may select, and consequently obnoxious to the rule already referred to; 
while on the other hand it is said that it operates merely to give a 
remainder in the daughter vesting immediately upon the death of the 
settlor and consequently is free from objection. In*my opinion the 
donee of a particular power cannot appoint to any person to whom the 
original creator of the power could not have appointed : see Farwell 
on Powers (2nd ed.), p. 286. The test of the validity of the estates 
raised being to place t) in the deed creating the power in lieu of the 
power itself, ere the settlor and donee of the power is one and the 
same person, but if the limitation in the settlement had been after a 
life estate to an unborn person, to unborn persons to be born in the 
lifetime of the settlor, it aj rs to me such limitations would still be 
— to the rule. 
o 


I think, therefore, that the attempted exercise 
er by the will of Edward Morgan Whitting is bad. The 





petuities and double possibilities. 
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the life interests thereby created. I think that, the settlement of 1877 
operating as an appointment to Edward Morgan Whitting and a settle- 
ment by him, there will be a resulting trust to his heir-at-law, subject 
to the existing life interest.—CounsrL, Edward Ford ; Barrett-Lennard , 
Charles Chubb; J. E. Harman; W. H. Draper. Sotrcttors, Beckinsale, 
Greenwood, Tucker, & Cross, for Grover, Grover, & Williamson, 
Cardiff ; Lawrence, Graham &: Co. ; Mead & Co. 
[Reported by A. 8. OPPE, Barrister at-Law.] 


. . 9 
High Court—King’s Bench 
. s . 
Division. 
REX v. BARNES AND ANOTHER. Div. Cowt. 18th Noy. 
Astpe—MIntsteR oF THE Crown— 
WITNESS. 

Where the court is satisfied that a subpena has been served upon a 
person where evidence would not be relevant to the issue, and that such 
subpena has been served, not with the object of obtaining relevant 
evidence, but for some ulterior purpose, it has jurisdiction, both in civil 
and criminal cases, to set such subpena aside. Ministers of the Crown 
are not exempt from the obligation to obey a subpana. 

Jennie Barnes and Alfred Kitson were indicted at the Leeds Assizes 

for rioting in the streets, and they had issued subpenas to the Prime 
Minister and the Home Secretary to be present at the trial and give 
evidence on their behalf. This was a rule nisi calling upon Jennie 
Barnes and Alfred Kitson to shew cause why these subpeenas should not 
be set aside. For the respondents it was contended that there was no 
precedent for setting aside a subpoena in such circumstances as the 
present. The learned judge who was to try the case said he would 
take the personal assurance of counsel for the respondents that the 
evidence sought to be obtained was relevant. Counsel had given that 
assurance. Although the right honourable gentlemen were summoned 
in their private capacities, they now made use of the Treasury to bring 
this application. The charge against the respondents was one of rioting, 
and therefore what the applicants saw or heard must be material to the 
issue. It was submitted in support of the rule that the right honourable 
gentlemen had sworn an affidavit that they had seen nothing, and that 
this was an abuse of a process which had no precedent in a criminal 
case. 
Bicuam, J., in giving judgment, said that there could be no doubt as 
to the jurisdiction of the court to interfere where it was satisfied that 
its process was being used for indirect motives. It must not, how- 
ever, be supposed that the positions which Mr. Asquith and Mr. Glad- 
stone occupied afforded them any privilege at all in a case of this kind. 
It was alleged that at a meeting in a hall at Leeds Mr. Asquith 
and Mr. Gladstone were sitting in the front part of a platform 60 feet 
away from some closed doors which communicated with the street. 
There were glass panels to the doors, and it was eee that they 
could see and hear what was going on in the street. The applicants had 
sworn an affidavit that they did not hear or see anything, and therefore 
it would be an idle waste of time to allow these two gentlemen to be 
called as witnesses. He (Bigham, J.) decided the case on the grounds 
(1) that the evidence sought to be obtained could not be relevant, and (2) 
that the process of the court had been issued for ulterior purposes about 
which nothing need be said. 

Watton, J., concurred, and said there was no distinction on this 
point between civil and criminal proceedings.—CounseL, Pethick 
Lawrence; E. G. Palmer; Sir W. 8. Robson, A.G., Sir 8S. 7. Evans, 
8.G., and 8. A. 7. Rowlatt. Soricrrors, Lawrance, Jones, & Co.; W. 
Dodgson ; Solicitor for Treasury. 

{Reported by GERARD Dopson, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SCRIVEN v, JESCOTT (LEEDS) (LIM.). Bray, J. 24th Nov. 


Practice—ComMpaNy—LITIGANT IN PERSON—MANAGING DIRECTOR OF 
ComPANY. 


The managing director of a company cannot appear as advocate to 
represent the company. 

In this case Mr. J. E. Scott, managing director of the defendant com- 
pany, appeared in person to represent the company. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the plaintiff that he had no right of audience. 

Bray, J., held that a company could only be represented by attorney, 
and it was not in the same position as a litigant in person.—CounsEL, 
J. R. Atkin, K.C., and M. M. Macnaghten, Sottcrrors, James, Mellor, 
& Coleman. 

[Reported by Leonarp C. Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX v. KNIGHT. 20th Nov. 


Camiman Law—Larceny—Man Takina His Own Prorerty From 
THE PossessioN OF THE SHERIFF. 

On a trial for larceny of the goods of a sheriff, the jury found that 

the goods were the property of the prisoner, and that he had taken 

them.whilst they were in the possession of the sheriff, who had seized 





PRACTICR-—-SUBPONA—SETTING 





_ them on an execution against the prisoner's wife, thinking that they 


were hers. 
Held, that on these findings the verdict wag one of not guilty. 





This was an appeal from a conviction at the Worcestershire t 
Sessions for stealing seven live tame fowls. The rty in the fowk 
was laid by the indictment in the High Sheriff of orcestershire. It 
appeared from the evidence at the trial that the high sheriff had levied 
an execution on the goods of one Eva Knight, the wife of the prisoner, 
and had seized, amongst other s on the premises where she resided, 
a number of live tame fowls. hilst the sheriff was still in possession 
of these goods the prisoner took away seven of these fowls in a basket. 
In answer to questions left to them by the chairman, the jury found 
(1) that the seven fowls taken by the prisoner were his own property, 
and (2) that the fowls had been seized by the sheriff as part of the 
property of Eva Knight, the prisoner’s wife, under the impression that 
they were her s. On these findings the chairman entered a verdict 
of guilty, and bound over the prisoner in the sum of £5 to come up for 
judgment if called upon. The prisoner appealed. On the ap the 
cases of Rex v. Wilkison (R. & R. 470) and Earl of Bristol vy. Wilsmore 
(1 B. & C. 514) were cited. 

CHANNELL, J., in delivering the judgment of the court, said that the 
conviction must be set aside. In effect, a case had been stated for that 
court as if for the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved, as to what was the proper verdict on these findings of the 
jury. On these findings they were of opinion that the proper verdict 
was one of not guilty.—CounseL, J. R. V. Marchant; R. Woodward. 
Souicrtors, The Director.of Public Prosecutions ; The Registrar of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. 


THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION RULES, 1908. (No. 2.) 
Datep THE 24TH Day or Novemser, 1908. 

The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, 1906. 

These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 
1908 (No. 2), or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1907 (herein referred to as the principal 
Rules), and been numbered therein by the number of the Rule 
placed in the margin opposite such Rule. 

These Rules shall come into operation on the Ist day of January, one 
thousand nine hundred and nine. 








Appearance of Parties in Arbitration. 
1.—(1) The following words shall be inserted in paragraph 1 of 
Rule 33 of the principal Rules after the word ‘‘ Act,” viz. :— 
‘‘ whether before a committee or an agreed arbitrator, or before a 
judge or an arbitrator appointed by a judge,” 
(2) The following words shall be inserted in paragraph (1) (g) of the 
principal Rules after the word ‘‘ connected,”’’ viz. :— 
‘‘or where death results from the injury, by any officer or member 
of any society or other body of persons of which the deceased 
workman was a member or with which he was connected.” 


Memorandum under Schedule I1., Paragraph 9. 

2. Rule 41a.] The following paragraph shall be added to Rule 41 of 
the principal Rules, viz. :— 

(3) Where the matter is decided by agreement, there shall be added 
to the memorandum a paragraph ype ge | to the Form 36a in the 
Appendix, containing a statement of such of the particulars mentioned 
in that form as are applicable to the circumstances of the case. 

3. Rule 42a.] The following paragraphs shall be added to Rule 42 of 
the principal Rules, viz. :— 

(4) Where the matter is decided by agreement, the registrar shall, 
unless the original agreement, duly executed, is left or sent to 
recorded, satisfy himself that such original agreement has been duly 
executed, and may for that purpose require suclf agreement to be 
produced ; but he shall not be entitled to retain the same where a 
memorandum thereof is left or sent to be recorded. 

(5) An agreement or memorandum of an agreement may be left with 
or sent to the registrar by insurers on behalf of the parties interested. 


Reference of Agreement presented for Registration to the Judge. 
Schedule I1,., Paragraph 9, Proviso (d). 
4. Rule 49a.) (1) The following words shall be added to paragraph 1 
of Rule 49 of the principal Rules, viz. :— 

‘* And it shall be the duty of the parties to the agreement to answer 
such inquiries and give such information art. 

(2) The following words shall be added to paragraph 8 of Rule 49 of 
the principal Rules, viz. :— 

‘“* And in particular, if it appears that a report of the registrar has 
been rendered necessary by the neglect or refusal of any party 
to an agreement to furnish any information reasonably required 
of ion er the registrar, such party may be ordered to pay the 
costs of the inquiry.” 

Application for Variation of Order under Schedule I., Paragraph 9 

5. Rule 58a.) Paragraph 1 of Rule 58 of the principal Rules shall be 
read and construed as if the words “by or on behalt of * were sub- 
stituted therein for the word ‘ by.” 
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Costs. 

6. Rule Gla.) The following words shall be added to paragraph 1 of 
Rule 61 of the principal Rules, viz. :— 

Where costs are directed to be taxed under Column A., a fee for 
advising on evidence, and allowances under Order LIII., Rules 43 and 
44, to expert or scientific witnesses, and for plans, &c., may be allowed 
by special order of the judge, committee, or arbitrator, in like manner 
as if costs had been directed to be taxed under Column B. 


Procedure Generally. 

7. Rule 78a.) Rules 7 and 33 of the principal Rules shall apply to all 
proceedings under the Act and these Rules in like manner as to pro- 
ceedings by way of arbitration. 

APPENDIX. 
Form 36a. 
Information to be supplied in Memorandum of Agreement with an 


injured workman, or with the representative or dependants of a 
deceased workman. 


A.—In case of agreement with injured workman. 
(a) The said A.B. was at the date of the accident 
years of age. 


(6) He was employed as , and his average weekly 


earnings computed in accordance with the above mentioned Act 
were 


(c) He was injured by 
injury was as follows : 

(d) He was totally incapacitated for work for a period of i 
but recovered and was fit to resume his ordinary work on 
the day of ; : 

{or He was and is at present totally incapacitated for work, but is 
empented to recover and to be fit to resume his ordinary work in 
abou : 

{or He was totally incapacitated for work for a period of : 
and is now partially incapacitated, but such partial incapacity is 
not likely to be permanent, and he is expected to recover and to be 
fit to resume his ordinary work in about  § 

_ [or He was and is totally incapacitated for work, and such 
incapacity is likely to be permanent] : 

[or He was totally incapacitated for work for a period of ‘ 
and is still partially incapacitated, and such partial incapacity is 
likely to be permanent, but he is able to do light work, and it is 
estimated that he is able to earn an average weekly amount of 

in some suitable employment or business] : 

[or as the case may be}. 

(e) The said A.B. received the following payments, 
allowances, or benefits from his employers previous to the date of 
the agreement, viz., 

B.—Where death resulted 
(a) The said A.B. 
years of age. 
(6) He was employed as , and his average weekly earnings 
computed in accordance with the above mentioned Act were é 
(c) He left the following dependants wholly dependent upon his 
earnings, and the following dependants partially dependent, viz. : 
[Here state dependants, with their relationship to the deceased, 
and particulars showing how and to what extent they were 
dependent. | 

for He left no dependants wholly dependent upon his earnings, 
but left the following dependants partially dependent, viz. : 

[Here state dependants, with their relationship to the deceased, 
and particulars showing how and to what extent they were 
dependent. } 

(d) The following payments were made to the said A.B. 
after the accident, viz. : 


We, William L. Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, Thomas 
C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, ing the five judges of the 
County Courts appointed for the making of Rules under section one 
hundred and sixty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888, having made 
the foregoing Rules of Court, pursuant to paragraph twelve of the 
Second Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, do hereby 


certify the same under our hands, and submit them to the Lord Chan- 
cellor accordingly. 


, and the nature of his 


rom the injury. 
was at the date of the accident 


Wm. L. Setre. 

Wu. Ceci Smyty. 

R. WoopratLt. 

T.C. Granoer. 

H. Trypat Atkinson. 


(Signed) 


I allow these Rules, 


(Signed) Lorgsurn, C. 
The 24th of November, 1908. 


MEMORANDUM. 

Rule 1. The proposed additions are intended to make it clear that 
Rule 33, as to the appearance of parties to arbitrations, applies to all 
arbitrations under the Act, and further provides that dependants of 
a deceased workman may be represented by an officer of a society with 
which the workman was connected. 

Rules 2 and 4 are suggested to meet a difficulty which is experienced | 





by registrars to whom agreements are forwarded for registration under 
Schedule 2, paragraph g. in obtaining information to enable them ty 
judge whether such agreements may properly be recorded; and ¢ 
provide that the memorandum of an agreement shall contain syd 
information. For this purpose Rule 2 provides that the memorandyp 
shall state, in the case of a workman, his average weekly earnings and 
his condition as to capacity for work, and in the case of a deceased 
workman, his average weekly earnings and particulars as to his 
dependants, so that the registrar may be able to form an opinion as ty 
whether a lump sum agreed to be paid in redemption of a wee 
payment, or the amount of compensation agreed to be paid to 
dependants, is adequate ‘or not. 

Rue 4 amends Rule 49 by providing that it shall be the duty of the 
parties to an agreement to furnish such information as may be required 
by the registrar ; and by providing that where a reference to the ju 
is rendered necessary by the refusal or neglect of any party to furnish 
information reasonably required by the registrar, such party may be 
ordered to pay the costs of an inquiry by the judge. 

A form of inquiry which is in use in some courts is hereto annexed, 
It has been found to be of use in producing the necessary information, 


MEMORANDUM. 
From 
The Kegistrar, 
County Court. 
To 


190 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. 

The registrar will be obliged by your informing him, either by letter 
or at a personal interview here, the nature of the accident, the duration 
of the total or partial incapacity for work, and any facts you may 
desire to bring to his notice as to the circumstances leading to the 
agreement as to the amount of the compensation. 

Rule 3 is suggested in order to secure uniformity of practice. Some 
registrars require the original agreement to be produced when a 
memorandum is filed, and claim to retain it, a practice to which 
insurance companies object, as the original agreements are often re- 
quired as vouchers for payment or for purposes of audit ; and a question 
has also arisen as to whether a memorandum of agreement may be 
lodged by insurers. ‘ 

The Act only requires a memorandum of an agreement, and not the 
original agreement, to be recorded, though no doubt the original agree- 
ment, which is the best evidence, may te filed. It is submitted that 
where a memorandum is filed, the registrar may properly require the 
original to be produced, to satisfy himself that it has been duly 
executed, but that he may well be satisfied on this point by the assurance 
of a responsible person; and that where a memorandum is filed, the 
registrar is not entitled to retain the original agreement. It is further 
submitted that memoranda of agreements, which are generally entered 
into by insurers on behalf of the employers, may properly be filed by 
insurers on behalf of the parties interested; and the draft additions 
to Rule 42 have been framed in accordance with these submissions. 

Rule 4. See note to Rule 2. 

Rule 5 is suggested to enable applications under Rule 58 for the 
variation of orders to be made on behalf of infant dependants by next 
friends in cases where the interests of the mother and the infants may 
be conflicting. 

Rule 6. Cases arising under the Act of 1906 often resolve themselves 
into questions of medical evidence as to the condition of the injured 
workman; and where there is any dispute as to his condition expert 
witnesses are habitually called. There is no power under the Rules to 
allow the costs of advising on evidence, or fees to experts, unless costs 
are allowed on Scale B., and many cases occur in which the court is 
not disposed to allow costs on that scale, but is met by the difficulty 
that if the costs of advice on evidence and qualifying fees to a medical 
man are not allowed, the whole amount of compensation allowed will be 
swallowed up by such costs, if they have to be borne by the workman. 
To meet this difficulty it is suggested that power should be conferred 
to allow such costs where costs are taxed on Scale A., as an alternative 
to allowing the whole of the costs on Scale B. Ru 

Rule 7 applies Rules 7 and 33 as to persons under disability and 
partners, and as to the parties by whom parties to arbitration may 
appear, to all proceedings under the Act and rules, those rules be 
at present limited to proceedings by way of arbitration. The sugges 
amendment would enable persons interested in infant children to apply 
to the court under Schedule I., paragraph 9, for the variation of orders 
or awards as to the apportionment o compensation. 


November, 1908. 








The French Government has, says the Paris correspondent of the 
Times, appointed the distinguished jurisconsult, M. Louis Renault, to 
represent it, with Sir Edward Fry, in the arbitration which is to be 
held with regard to the Casablanca incident. The name of the foreign 
arbitrator chosen by Germany is not yet known. The German repre 
sentative is Herr Kriege. The fifth arbitrator, who has been appointed 
by both Governments, is a Swede. 
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Societies. 
The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The annual meeting of this society was held at the rooms of the 
society on Friday, the 27th of November. — 


Mr. BensaAMIN ARKLE (president) was in the chair, and in moving 
the adoption of the committee’s report, delivered an address in which, 
after paying a tribute to the late Mr. A. F. Warr and his public and 
professional services and his gentleness and kindness an rsonal 
charm of manner, which endeared him to everyone with whom came 
in contact, and the probity, uprightness of mind, integrity, and absolute 
trustworthiness which will ensure his name ever standing high in the 
annals of the profession, the President referred to the Rule Committee 
Bill, the Conveyancing Bill, and the Settled Land Bill. They have, he 
said, been introduced year after year for many years in Parliament, 
but have never been passed into law, owing to the whole time of 
Parliament being almost wholly required for Government business. 
The Rule Committee Bill is a Bill of two short clauses, which was intro- 
duced in 1906, to give effect (inter alia) to a suggestion made by this 
society that a provincial solicitor should be added to the Rule Com- 
mittee under the Judicature Acts, to which proposal there is no objec- 
tion from any quarter. The Lord Chancellor again introduced the Bill 
last year, and piloted it through the Upper House, and it was sent 
down to the Commons, where it made no progress. This year the Lord 
Chancellor declined to again introduce the Bill, on the, I think, reason- 
able ground that he was not disposed unduly to concern himself about 
a measure which had gone last year to the Commons with his 
imprimatur upon it, and which had only reached the Committee stage 
when Parliament was prorogued. The Conveyancing Bill and the 
Settled Land Bill have been introduced into Parliament in six sessions. 
These Bills are framed to give legislative effect to decisions of the 
judges upon questions which arose upon the earlier Acts, and to remedy 
certain defects which experience has shewn to exist therein. No objec- 
tion has ever been offered to either of these Bills. It is high time a 
remedy was found for the prevailing congestion, and I venture to 
suggest as a practical remedy that at the commencement of each Par- 
liamentary Session all Public Bills of a non-controversial character 
should go before a hybrid committee formed of members from both 
Houses of the Legislature, and composed of representatives of all 
political parties, with a view of such Bills being introduced and imme- 
diately starred as non-controversial legislation. If the hybrid com- 
mittee found that the legislation proposed was non-controversial, the 
Bills would then, as is now the case in private Bill legislation, go before 
the Chairman of Ways and Means or the Counsel to Mr. Speaker in 
conference with the Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords, 
or with his Counsel, for them to decide in which House the Bill is 
to start, and my suggestion is that the procedure thereafter should be 
assimilated to Private Bill procedure—the committee to which such 
Bills as the three I have mentioned would go would, in the Commons, 
of course, be the Standing Committee upon Law; other Bills in the 
non-controversial list would go to one or other of the Grand Committees. 
I venture to think that such procedure as I have outlined is not imprac- 
ticable, it would cause no serious disturbance of the existing rules and 
orders of Parliament, and it would, I think, do something to remove 
the discredit which attaches to a system which is responsible for the 
delays to which I have adverted, and of which we have long been 
complaining. Turning to the Public Trustee Bill, the President said : 
After reading with interest and approval the animadversions upon the 
advertising methods of the, comparatively speaking, new-born corpora- 
tion, the Public Trustee, that so-called desire of the nation, a trustee 
who never dies, never leaves the country, and is backed by the Con- 
solidated Fund, I was somewhat surprised to see one of the leading 
banks in Liverpool advertising for business in the same way, the watch- 
word of the bank upon its trade circular being ‘‘ Deus nobis haec otia 
fecit.’"’ The State and the bank in their business advertisements shew 
that neither is a philanthropist. It is clear that the State through the 
agency of the Public Trustee and the bank avowedly intend to make 
as much profit as they can out of the business. Each offers its services 
on the footing of the same alleged necessity, viz., that it is often 
difficult to induce private persons to undertake the troublesome duties 
of executor or trustee. Does the difficulty alleged really exist, and if 
80, is the Public Trustee or a bank or a trust company the only remedy ? 
I say “No” to both propositions. Give the private trustee the power 
to charge for his services according to the same tariff which has been 
fixed by rules for the Public Trustee, or the slightly heavier (in some 
respects) tariff which the bank has prescribed for its customers, and 
you will have no more difficulty in finding private trustees for private 
trusts than you have in finding candidates (efficient or otherwise) for 
paid directorships of banks, insurance companies, or any other com- 
panies. Parliament has sanctioned the remuneration of a judicial trustee 
under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. Can it be induced to sanction 
similar. remuneration to an ordinary trustee, and thus abrogate the 
rules whereby a trustee is forbidden to make a profit of his office, or 
to recéive remanefation for his personal labour and services, and is 
prevented from ining with. his cestui gue trust for a benefit, and 
even. prevent a cestut gue trust from giving a benefit to his trustee? 1 
we Lee tary that I entertain the very gravest doubt whether it is 

tic—I go further, and say that it is manifestly impolitic—that a 
arge portion of the lands of the kingdom and that hundreds of millions 
of the settled money wealth of the inhabitants of this realm should be 





vested in the hands of an official appointed by the State. Therefore, as 
between the Official Trustee and a bank, both working for profit, I 
should prefer the capital of my fortune to be in the of ‘the bank 
if for no other reason than this, that if such wealth is in the hands of 
the official appointed by the State it may prove at a very éarly date 
to be the most convenient and accessible henroost for a Chan r of 
the Exchequer to rob. I do not like the reference, but I adopt it 
as the expressive utterance of a member of our proféssion who has 
attained very high Cabinet rank. But as between the Public Trustee 
and a bank on the one hand and a private trustee on the other, I would 
strotigly advise all settlors and testators to stick fo the system of 
private trusteeship which has worked well in this country for many 
generations, giving all such trusteés express power to receive and to 
retain remuneration for their time and services. The simplest plan, I 
think, would be for every settlement and will to contain an express 
direction to the trustees to retain for their remuneration and to cover 
their work and personal outlay the same remuneration which under 
the rules may from time to time be payable to a judicial trustee 
appointed by the court under the Act of 1896. With regard to the 
comments on the conduct of solicitors, the President said : Our pro- 
fession is composed of some 17,000 members, drawn from all classes of 
society, doing, and necessarily and properly doing, all classes of business 
and exposed to various degrees of temptation. Parliament has entrusted 
to the Law Society the custody of the roll of solicitors, and through the 
report to the High Court of its Discipline Committee (which is appointed 
by the Master of the Rolls) has practically left in its hands the con- 
tinuance upon that roll of every solicitor. Taking the reports of the 
Discipline Committee for the last five years, we are confronted with 
this result, that, on the average of those five years, out of a profession 
numbering some 17,000 men, in twenty cases per annum only has the 
Discipline Committee found that allegations against solicitors have 
been wholly or partly established, with the result that some of them 
have been struck off the roll, others have been suspended from practice 
for short terms, and others have been ordered to pay the cost of the 
inquiry into their conduct. I am not ashamed of that result, though I 
would that no member of my profession ever gave cause of offence. 
With respect to the subject of Land Transfer and the Land Registry, 
one is precluded from discussing, in any detail, matters which will be 
inquired into by the Royal Commission, which has at last been appointed 
and is now sitting and taking evidence. Enough has been said in the 
press and in the law journals as to the constitution of the commission, 
which, with the exception of Mr. Richard Pennington, has not got upon 
it a single person possessing an intimate personal knowledge of the 
routine attendant upon the conduct of conveyancing business. From an 
answer given by the Attorney-General in the House of Commons a 
few days ago, the failure to appoint practising members of our pro- 
fession possessed of such knowledge as Royal Commissioners was 
deliberate, the wish and intention Esing that all the commissioners 
should be free from prepossession—in other words, that a highly 
technical subject should be enquired into otherwise than by a committee 
of experts. It is to be hoped that when the report of this commission 
is published its importance will be measured by the competence of the 
tribunal. Since the coming into operation of the Conveyancing Act 
and the Settled Land Act it is asserted that there has been and is now 
in existence in the provinces, as there was in éxistence in the County 
of London before compulsory registration was, as an experiment, 
imposed upon it, a system of conveyancing, based upon a short period 
of limitation, short abstracts of title a short statutory form of 
conveyance, mortgage, transfer of mortgage and re-conveyance, which 
meets all public requirements, is not costly, involves no delay bat that 
which the contracting parties expressly agree upon, and gives, without 
resort to any insurance fund, under the advice of a competent pro- 
fessional man, practically absolute security of tenure, and is not readily 
conducive to forgery, fraud, or mistake. A title which upon investiga- 
tion is proved to be defective caniiot be forced upon an unwilling pur- 
chaser. The committee decided, some time ago, in conjunction with 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies, to obtain evidence in support 
of the above assertion with the view of its being laid.before the Royal 
Commission, and evidence has been obtained which will, in due course, 
be tendered to the Royal Commission. It cannot be seriously denied 
that delays, for longer or shorter periods, not inherent in the existing 
system, have attended the system of registration of title conducted and 
controlled by the officials of the Land —— . If the system of 
registration with a sessory title is aban aed, as it is thought is 
not unlikely to be the case, and registration with absolute title only 
is to be allowed in the future, and that only after due examination and 
investigation of each title by the officials of the Land Registry, the 
delays will be so serious as to produce a complete deadlock for a long 

riod of time in the sale, mortgage, and transfer of real property. 

and regarded as a commercial asset will for many years to come 
become practically valueless as an immediately marketable security if 
a system of registration with absolute title upon the first transaction 
is made compulsory. Upon the subject relating to the status of the 
county courts referred to in the report, I am diffident about saying 


much. _ Everyone must agree that these courts should in the future 


subserve the object which called them into 
must remairi courts ‘“‘for the more easy 


‘demands in England,” vide 9 & 10 Vict. 
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original character, and are tendin to become, in fact, if 
not in name, branches of the High Court. Suitors in the 
provinces, especially in thickly-populated parts of the country, 
such as South Lancashire, ask for and are entitled to 
provided with facilities for the trial of their causes within their own 
districts before judges of the High Court (as at present constituted) 
corresponding to those enjoyed by suitors in London. The constituting 
of the county courts branches of the High Court does not appear to 
secure, or even to render more likely, the facilities needed to accom- 
plish this end, and might instead tend in the opposite direction. With 
an absolute assurance that in great commercial centres, such as South- 
West Lancashire, Birmingham, and Leeds, the public shall always and 
at all times be provided with the services of a superior judge, to try 
their causes within such centres and not in London, I see no objection 
to the status of the judges and officers of the county courts being 
improved by making them judges and officers of the county court divi- 
sion of the High Court or by any other title. But whatever change 
may be decided upon, the question of the solicitors’ right of audience 
must be preserved. Marked divergence of opinion will probably be 
found to exist as to whether the jurisdiction of the county courts in 
actions of contract and of tort should be increased or should even be 
left unlimited by amount. Whatever may be thought as to this, I 
remain convinced that a defendant should be given an absolute and 
unqualified ‘right of removing a cause to the superior court where the 
amount involved exceeds £100. 

Mr. W. C. Tuorne (vice-president) seconded the adoption of the 
report, which was agreed to. 

n the motion of Mr. J. H. Kenton, seconded by Mr. Lewis Warp, 
thanks were accorded to the President for his address. 

Mr. BELLRINGER HowartH moved that the thanks of the society be 

iven to the officers and members of the committee for their services 

uring the year. The motion was seconded by Mr. B. H. Newman, and 
was carried. 

The following were elected to the nine vacancies on the committee for 
the ensuing period of three years: Messrs. J. Cameron, 8. Castle, C. 
Collins, C. E. Nield, Ernest W. Bird, J. G. Kenion, J. B. Killey, F. 
Russell Roberts, and G. A. Solly. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee of the 
society :— 

Members.—The society now consists of 408 members. The number 
of barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the 
library is 63. During the past year 13 new members have been 
elected. During the same period four members have died and eight 
members have ceased to belong to the society. 

Obituary.—The committee have to record the loss by death during 


os year of four members of the society, viz. :—T. J. P. Masters, 
T. C. Ryley, H. S. Threlfall, and A. F. Warr. Mr. Warr rendered 
great service to the society as a member of the committee, as president, 
and subsequently as a Member of Parliament for one of the Divisions 


of the City of Liverpool. The Committee viewed with great favour 
the spontaneous effort inaugurated outside the profession to establish 
in Liverpool a permanent memorial of Mr. Warr, and were highly grati- 
fied both at the success attending such effort and also with the form 
which the memorial has taken. 

Legal Education.—The past year has been one of great activity in 
the work of the Faculty of Law and the Board of Legal Studies. The 
— which the law school has secured has been fully maintained. 

he number of lectures delivered and classes held under the auspices 
of the Board and Faculty of Law during the Session 1907-08 was 659, 
divided into 71 courses, and the number of class entries was 739, as 
against 704 last Session and 623 in Session 1905-06. The lectures and 
classes covered elementary and advanced courses in the following 
subjects :—Conveyancing, Real Property, Personal Property, Contracts, 
Torts, Commercial Contracts, Bankruptcy, Bills of Sale, Company Law, 
Admiralty Law and Practice, Ecclesiastical Law, Negotiable Instru- 
ments, Criminal Law, Proceedings before Justices, Probate and Divorce, 
Evidence, Civil and Criminal Procedure, Conflict of Laws, Equity, 
Stephen’s Commentaries, and Book-keeping. In addition lectures were 
given and classes held on Roman Law, Jurisprudence, and English Con- 
stitutional Law, for Students reading for the Law degree in the Univer- 
sity. It is with much satisfaction that the committee have learned 
that a sum of £4,000 has been allocated out of the ‘‘ Warr Memorial 
Fund ”’ towards the endowment of a Lectureship in Equity to be per- 
manently associated with the name of Mr. Warr. 

Extraordinary Member of the Council of the Law Society.—The 
Council of the Law Society on the proposition of Sir John Gray Hill 
have decided to apply for an alteration of the existing Charter so as to 
enable Extraordinary Members who have served not less than four years 
on the Council to eligible for the offices of President and Vice- 
President, but so that the two offices shall not in the same year be filled 
by Country Members, Ordinary or Extraordinary. It has also been 
decided to discontinue the practice by which nominations by seniority 
are made for the offices of President and Vice-President, and in future 
nominations will be made by ballot. 

Judicature Acts.—Towards the latter part of last year the Lord 
Chancellor appointed a Committee to consider the working of the Judi- 
cature Acts, and to report ‘“‘ whether any alteration in the constitution 
or practice of the Courts is advisable.’’ It was intimated by Sir Gorell 
Barnes, a member of the Lord Chancellor’s Committee, that if the 
Society had any suggestions to make he would be glad to put them 
forward. The Committee prepared a number of suggestions. which 





were forwarded to Sir Gorell Barnes and to Mr. William Cobbett, of 
Manchester, who was also a member of the Lord Chancellor’s Committeg 
and to whom the thanks of the Society are due for his assistance in 
the matter. With regard to clauses 1 and 7, the Committee were 
informed that these two suggestions were covered by a Scheme the 
Lord Chancellor’s Committee had decided upon, and with regard to 
clause 2 that the latter Committee had decided to wait until the Report 
of the Lunacy Commission was published. Clauses 3, 4, 5 and 6 were 
considered to be matters proper to be dealt with by the Rule Committee, 

District Registrar of the High Court of Justice.—Mr. T. E. Paget, 
one of the District Registrars of the High Court at Liverpool since the 
establishment of District Registries, and District Probate Registrar 
since 1883, retired from office in January last. Mr. Paget, who has been 
a member of the Society since 1863, and filled the offices of Honorary 
Secretary and President, accepted an invitation to dine with the 
members of the Society at the Adelphi Hotel, on the 27th February. 
The Right Honourable Lord Justice Kennedy and the Honourable Mr, 
Justice Pickford, and his Honour Judge Thomas and many members 
of the bar were present at the banquet, and the large attendance of 
members present on that occasion testified to the esteem and regard 
entertained for Mr. Paget not only by the bench of judges, many of 
whom had practised in chambers before him, but also by the bar and 
solicitors. Mr. J. C. Bromfield was appointed to the vacancy created 
by Mr. Paget’s retirement. The Committee are gratified that the choice 
of the President of the Probate Division, with whom the appointment 
on this occasion rested, fell upon a member of the solicitors’ branch 
of the profession practising in Liverpool, and they entertain no doubt 
that Mr. Bromfield, who as honorary secretary has done admirable 
work for the society, will justify his appointment. 

Admiralty Division (1908) Short Cause Rules.—In July, the President 
of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division communicated with the 
Society, forwarding a copy of certain —— for facilitating the 
hearing of short causes in the Admiralty Division upon which he desired 
to have any observations which might occur to the Committee. The 
Committee carefully considered the proposals and reported on them to 
Sir Gorell Barnes, who received a deputation from the Committee, with 
whom he discussed the proposals. Several of the Committee’s sugges- 
tions were ultimately accepted by the President. The principle under- 
lying the new rules is based on the original Commercial Court Practice, 
and it is believed that the new procedure, which is set out on pp. 1070-71 
of the Annual Practice, will be useful and convenient, and may be made 
applicable to actions over which the Admiralty Court have not exclusive 
jurisdiction, but it appeared to the Committee that the main difficulty 
in the way of general recourse to the procedure was to be found in 
Rule 8, which provided that there should be no appeal from any Order 
or Judgment of the Judge except on a question of law, and then only 
by his leave. The Committee feared that a consent would rarely be 
obtained if the parties had to abandon their right to appeal from an 
adverse decision on the hearing of the action, but the Committee have 
now learned with satisfaction that the procedure may be adopted with 
the omission of the rule in question. The first case dealt with under 
these rules, Watson and Parker v. Gregory, is reported in the T'imes 
of the 14th November. The Writ was issued on the 3rd November, 
and the action was heard on the 13th of November, and could have been 
disposed of earlier, but for some little delay in obtaining the affidavits 
upon which, by leave of the Court, the action was tried. The plaintiffs, 
who were coal merchants at Marseilles, were proceeding against the 
master of a ship for necessaries (coals). : 

County Courts.—In accordance with a recommendation of the Com- 
mittee appointed to enquire into the working of the Judicature Acts, a 
further Committee has been constituted by the Lord Chancellor to 
consider the relations now subsisting between the High Court and the 
County Courts, and to report whether any, and what, alteration or 
modification should be made in those relations, and consequently in the 
jurisdiction and practice of the County Courts. The Chairman of the 
Committee so constituted is Sir Gorell Barnes, and on his nomination 
Mr. R. S. Cleaver was appointed a member. Two meetings of Sir Gorell 
Barnes’ Committee have been held, with the result that the Secretary 
of that Committee has forwarded to this Society in common with all 
the other Provincial Law Societies, a letter inviting replies at an early 
date to the following questions :—1. Does your Society consider it 
desirable that the County Courts should become constituent branches 
or parts of the High Court? 2. What are the principal alterations 
which your Society would recommend in order to carry out any change 
suggested in the first answer and consequential thereon? 5. Has your 
Society any suggestions to make, either with regard to the High Court 
or the County Courts, which would assist the Committee in reporting 
upon the matter referred to them? 4. Are there any improvements 
the working of the present system of the County Courts which your 
Society desires to suggest? The Special Sub-Committee are now 
engaged in settling their replies to the above questions, and, at the 
request of the Manchester Law Association, have discussed in Liver- 
pool with representatives of such Association the form in which the 
replies should be framed, and it is ween that the, views of the Man- 
chester Association will be found to in accord with those of the 
Special Sub-Committee. 

Searches’ for Judgments, Lis Pendens, &c.—The Manchester Law 
Association called the attention of the Committee to the inconvenience 
caused to practitioners by the existence of a separate register for judg- 
ments and lis pendens in the County Palatine of Lancaster, in addition 
to the register for the whole country kept at the tend eee in 
London. The register for the County Palatine was established by the 
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Judgments Act, 1838, in connection with the registration of judgments 
of the Court of Common Pleas of Lancaster, and was afterwards 
extended to the registration of lis pendens and judgments of the 
Chancery of the County Palatine of caster. After the passing of 
the Judicature Act; 1873, the District Registrar of the High Court at 
Liverpool was, by an Order of the Lord Chancellor, appointed custodian 
of the register. It is believed that the existence of this register is not 

nerally known amongst conveyancers, and a purchaser’s solicitor who 
Pils to make search in the Liverpool register where land situate in the 
County Palatine is being dealt with might be held answerable for 
negligence if it should happen that there was a registration of a lis 

ndens affecting the property. The register could, however, only be 
abolished by Act of Parliament, and it seems hopeless to get the Law 
Officers to take up such a small point. A suggestion has been made to 
the authorities that the Liverpool register should be transferred to the 
Land Registry so that in future there need be only one:search for 
judgments, &c., affecting land, but effect has not, as yet, been given to 
the suggestion. 

Lancashire Civil Business at Assizes.—Pursuant to an arrangement 
made in 1896, nisi prius actions at the four Assizes held in Liverpool 
and Manchester in each year have been tried by the same Judge. It 
was originally intended that all interlocutory appeals from the Masters 
or District Registrars in the actions should be heard by such Judge, 
and for a time this was the rule, but it has now fallen into disuse. 
Several of the Judges who have taken the nisi prius work in Liverpool 
and Manchester under the above arrangement have intimated that it is 
not favourably regarded by the senior Judges, several of whom would 
like to come on the Northern Circuit for the Civil work for one Assize 
but are not willing to do so under the existing arrangement, which 
entails absence on circuit for about five months in the year. It was 
suggested by the Judges that the Committee should consider whether 
there was any real advantage in continuing the arrangement or whether 
it was desirable that the old order of things should be reverted to. 
The matter was discussed with the Committee of the Manchester Law 
Association, and an informal intimation was made that the arrangement 
was not one to the continuance of which the profession in Liverpool and 
Manchester attached any importance. 


Land Transfer.—The subject of compulsory registration of title is 
again prominently before the profession. In July last a Royal Com- 
mission was appointed at the instance of the London County Council to 
consider and report upon the working of the Land Transfer Acts and 
whether any amendments are desirable. Shortly before the issue of 
the Royal Commission a meeting of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies was held for the purpose of considering the action to be taken 
by the Provincial Societies in the matter, at which it was resolved that 
evidence on behalf of the Associated Provincial Law Societies should 
be tendered before the proposed Royal Commission, and a special 
Committee of the Association was constituted to make the necessary 
arrangements. Mr. C. H. Morton was appointed the representative of 
this Society, and the Committee are informed that the Manager of one 
of the local Banks, with one or two large land owners and with the 
Secretaries of certain Building Societies, will probably give evidence 
before the Commission. Considerable dissatisfaction exists in the pro- 
fession with regard to the constitution of the Commission, and the fact 
that the evidence hitherto has been taken in camera. At the Annual 
Provincial Meeting of the Law Society held at Birmingham in October, 
1908, resolutions were passed urging that the scope of the inquiry 
should be extended so as to enable the Commissioners to consider 
whether an amendment of the law of real property and of the practice 
in Conveyancing might not be preferable to compulsory registration of 
title, and further that the representation of solicitors on the Commission 
should be increased, and that the evidence should be taken in public. 
The Associated Provincial Law Societies have also made a representation 
that the name of a Provincial Solicitor should be added to the Com- 
mission. None of these suggestions have been acceded to. With 
regard to the question of putting forward a scheme for the amendment 
of the law of real property and the practice of conveyancing the Council 
of the Law Society, whilst not abandoning the attitude hitherto taken 
up in favour of the system of Conveyancing, under Lord Cairns’ Con- 
veyancing and Settled Land Acts, have by a small majority authorised 
their Real Property Law Amendment Committee to frame a scheme 
embodying the principles contained in the following proposals :— 
1. That it is desirable that the law relating to real property should, so 
far as is possible, be assimilated to that relating to personal property. 
2. That all transfers of land should the whole ownership of the 
land absolutely. 3. That trusts should not be recognised as affectin, 
the title, but that equities should be protected as in the case o 
personalty. 4. That a statutory form of deed of transfer should be 
adopted. 5. That leases for terms of years should be dealt with in the 
same way as the absolute ownership. 6. That no registration of 
transfers of assurances is necessary or desirable. The present position 
is one of extreme difficulty, and the committee feel that it is not 
possible, without having the details of the scheme outlined by the above 
proposals. before them, to commit themselves to a change of such far 
reaching effect. The committee hold the view that the conveyance of 
land is..effected under the present system quickly, safely, and at a 
reasonable cost, especially where the property dealt with forms part of 
an estate: the title to which is well known, ard that no advan will 
ensue either to the public or to owners of property by any ic 
alterations in the present system of conveyancing, and that there is no 
evidence of the existence of a public demand for any such changes. 





9 - % ened oi a 
Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 

Law STUDENTS’ DEBATING SocIETY.—Dec. 1.- i Mr. H. T. 
Thomson.—The subject for debate was: “That the case of Baker v. Snell 
(1908, 2 K. B. 825) was wrongly decided.” Mr. W:-S. Platts opened in 
the affirmative; Mr. W. M. Pleadwell opened in the negative. The 
following members continued the debate : Mesers. Chadwick, Harnett, 


Dollman, Hands, Kafka, Cornock, Jones, and Handley. The motion 
was lost by nine votes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. R. R. Dees. 


Mr. Robert Richardson Dees, the head of the firm of Messrs. Dees & 
Thompson, solicitors, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, died on Monday last at 
the great age of ninety-four years. Up to within a few weeks ago, 
says a Newcastle paper, Mr. Dees was regularly to be seen driving 
about the district, especially in the neighbourhood of Jesmond Dene, 
which was a favourite spot with him. Since he had practically confined 
his out-door exercise to his own grounds and gardens, in which he always 
took a deep interest. He died from an attack of pneumonia. He was 
educated at Dr. Bruce’s school, and at the Glasgow University. In 1832 
he was articled to Mr. Ingledew, solicitor, of Newcastle, and in October, 
1835, he went to Messrs. Williamson & Hill, of London. He was 
admitted in 1836, when he returned to Newcastle and commenced 
practice, in which he was shortly afterwards joined by Mr. Bates, and 
carried on the firm of Messrs. Dees & Bates, but Mr. Bates subsequently 
retired from the partnership. Some little time afterwards Mr. Dees 
joined the then firm of Messrs. Donkin, Stable, & Armstrong—the latter 

ntleman afterwards becoming the founder of the Elswick Works, and 
eing raised to the peerage. Some changes occurred, but the firm of 
solicitors continued under the style of Stable & Dees. In 1861 Mr. 
Stable retired, and in 1872 Mr. Dees was joined by his partner, Mr. T. 
W. Thompson, and they have carried on the business ever since. In 
the year of his admission Mr. Dees became a member of the then New- 
castle and Gateshead Law Society, of which he was elected, with Mr. 
Cockerill, treasurer, in 1840, and he became sole treasurer in 1841, con- 
tinuing to hold that honorary office until 1871, when the society was 
incorporated under the name of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorporated 
Law Society. He became also the first treasurer of that, and held the 
office until 1892, when he resigned. He was twice president of the 
society—in 1865-6, and again in 1874-5. He was a member of the council 
of the Incorporated Law Society for many years, retiring in 1895. For 
a great number of years he was clerk to the Guardians of the West 
Castle Ward. His firm have been solicitors to the Duke of North- 
umberland, Lord Ridley, Lord Armstrong, and many other North- 
umbrian families. Mr. Dees was never married. 


Mr. H. G. Allen, K.C. 


Mr. Henry George Allen, K.C., died on the 25th ult., at the a 
of ninety-three. e was educated at Rugby and Christ Church, 
Oxford, and was called to the bar in 1841, and went the South Wales 
circuit. He was made a Queen’s Counsel in 1880. He represented 
Pembroke in Parliament from 1880 to 1885. He was for sixteen years 
chairman of the Pembrokeshire quarter sessions, and was an alderman 
of the Pembrokeshire County Council, of which he was chairman for, 


several years. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Sir AtBert Bosanquet, K.C., Common Serjeant, has been elected 
Treasurer of the Inner Temple for the ensuing year, in succession to 
Mr. Dugdale, K.C., Recorder of Birmingham. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


HERBERT BROADBENT and WILLIAM BATESON, solicitors (Broadbent 
& Bateson), Leeds, and at Armley and Wortley. Nov. 30. 
Rosert Druitt, JoHN DruvITT, and ALAN. Druttt, solicitors (Druitt 
& Druitt), Christchurch and Bournemouth: Nov. 25. : 
FRANCIS REDFERN, the elder, EDWARD FREDERICK’ HunT, and 
(Redfern & Son),* Birm 


-FRANCIS. REDFERN, the yc mirgham, and 
under the style or firm of Redfern & Hunt, at 13 and 14, Abeliurch- lane, 


in the City of London. Sept. 14. So far as ‘conterns the ‘se 
Redfern, the elder, who then retired from the said aa 8 eae: 
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General. 


The Select Committee of the House of Commons which has been 
considering the question of the imprisonment of debtors concluded the 
taking of evidence on Wednesday last, says the Times, when Mr. 
Pickersgill was in the chair. The chairman subsequently reported to 
the House that the committee were unable to complete their report 
during the present sittings, and that they recommended that the com- 
mittee be reappointed next session. 


The Select. Committee presided over by Mr. Phipson Beale, which has 
been considering the Trusts Bill for the codification and consolidation 
of the law of trusts, are now, says the Parliamentary correspondent of 
the Times, considering three alternative draft reports. These draft 
reports have been framed with a view to presenting three different views 
of the matter which have been discussed by the committee. The first 
proposes that Mr. Rendall’s Bill should be proceeded with in another 
session substantially in its present form. The second would declare 
that it is altogether impossible to frame a useful code out of the 
decisions in equity. The third would recommend that a future attempt 
should be made to codify some part of the law on trusts which is 
capable of codification, leaving unfettered the discretion of the courts 
as to equitable doctrines. The committee will shortly determine which 
of the three draft reports they will adopt. 


Sir Forrest Fulton has, says a writer in the Globe, denied, with an 
expression of surprise, the statement that he intended to sit from ten 
o’clock in the morning until ten o’clock at night during the remaining 
days of the Poplar trial. There was a time when a judicial day of 
twelve hours was not at all uncommon in the City. ‘The courts at 
the Guildhall sat, when I first recollect, at half-past nine in the morn- 
ing, and frequently until late in the evening,”’ writes Sir John Hollams, 
in his ‘‘ Jottings of an Old Solicitor.” ‘‘I have several times been in 
court at the Guildhall until ten or eleven o’clock. I well recollect a 
special jury action being called on before Lord Campbell at twenty 
minutes to six on a very severe night before Christmas. Bramwell, 
counsel on our side, and Shee, on the other, joined in protesting against 
commencing the case that night. Lord Campbell merely said, ‘ Swear 
the jury,’ and he tried the case that night, although it took several 
hours.’” One of the greatest feats of judicial endurance on record 
was witnessed at the Old Bailey. In the Lord George Gordon case the 
court sat from eight in the morning of one day to five in the morning 
of the next, Erskine beginning his famous speech for the defence at 
midnight. Lord Brampton was wont to show his giant strength on 
circuit. The Bar Council once issued a report showing that the learned 
judge, then in his eightieth year, sat one day at Lewes from 10.30 to 
11, on another from 10.30 to 9.45, and on a third from 10 to 9. ‘‘ The 
jury complained.”’ said the Bar Council, ‘‘ that the hours were unreason- 
able, and one of them stated that he was scarcely able to walk when 
the court adjourned on the previous night. The counsel also complained 
of the late sittings of the court. 


A letter has been addressed by the secretary of the Bar Council to 
many Members of Parliament with reference to the right of persons 
whose land is taken compulsorily for public purposes to be represented 
by counsel on the arbitration or inquiries connected therewith, should 
they so wish. He says :—I am directed to bring to your notice the 
following resolution which has been adopted by the General Council of 
the Bar, and to express the hope that the same may receive your favour- 
able consideration :—‘‘ That this council is of opinion that enactments 
such as Clause 5, Part I., of the first schedule to the Small Holdings 
and Allotments Act, 1907, incorporated in the Housing, Town Planning, 
&c., Bill now before Parliament, which have the effect of prohibiting 
the parties, in proceedings of a judicial character and in cases where 
evidence has to be taken, from appearing by counsel, if they choose to 
do so at their own expense, are prejudicial alike to the interests of the 
public and the Bar.”” The schedule referred to in the above resolution 
contains provisions as to the compulsory acquisition of land by a county 
council, and by Clause 5 thereof provides inter alia, that at an inquiry 
or arbitration held under such schedule the person holding the inquiry 
shall not, except in such cases as the Board of Agriculture otherwise 
direct, hear counsel. Whilst the Small Holdings and Allotments Act 
was before Parliament last year the General Council of the Bar endea- 
voured to obtain the omission or modification of the provision in 
question, but without result. The council now regrets to notice that 
Clause 2 of Part I. of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Bill at present 
before Parliament incorporates the provision in question, and applies 
it to proceedings for the compulsory acquisition of land for the purposes 
of this Bill. The attention of the council was drawn to the working 
of the above provision in connection with what is believed to have been 
the first public inquiry held under the above Act. In the case in 
question the County Council of Carmarthenshire had made an order 
for the compulsory hiring of two fields forming part of a farm belonging 
to a lady near Liandilo, in that county. The lady, her agent, and 
advisers were strongly opposed to the separation of these two fields from 
the rest of the farm, considering that the rental value of the remainder 
would thereby be greatly reduced. The lady formally objected to the 
order, and the council thereupon, in accordance with Clause 3 of the 
schedule, caused a public inquiry to be held in the neighbourhood of the 
farm. The case was one in which her advisers considered that the lad 
should be represented by counsel, and application was accordingly made 
to the Board of Agriculture on her behalf that she might be so repre- 
sented. Such request was, however, refused by the Board. he 


culture. The assistant legal adviser to the Board (a barrister) sat ag 
oa adviser to the Commissioner. The clerk to the county council (a 
solicitor) appeared on behalf of the council in support of the order. He 
considered the matter of sufficient importance and difficulty to warrant 
him in occupying an hour and ten minutes in opening the case on behalf 
of the county council, and stated that the case had been selected as a 
test case, and that upon its decision would depend the policy of the 
county council in the future. Prohibited from obtaining the assistance 
of counsel, the lady was obliged to leave her interests in the hands of 
her local agent, a young solicitor, who alone represented her at the 
inquiry. The Board confirmed the order of the county council. The 
General Council of the Bar begs again to point out that the denial of 
the right to employ counsel under such circumstances constitutes a very 
real hardship, and may in particular cases amount to a denial of justice, 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Renton asked the 
Attorney-General if he would state how many prosecutions had taken 
place to date under the Prevention of Corruption Act, and how many 
convictions had resulted therefrom. The Attorney-General said fifteen 
prosecutions have been authorised under the Prevention of Corruption 
Act, 1906. Convictions have been obtained in ten cases, one case was 
abandoned, and four cases are still pending. Mr. A. Lee asked how 
many cases were there in which the law officers have refused permission 
to prosecute? The Attorney-General : I should not like to answer very 
positively offhand, but I myself do not know of any. My learned pre- 
decessor may perhaps have refused in some cases. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reacistrarss 1n ATTENDANCE ON 











Emercency Aprzau Court Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2, Jovox. Swinrew EKapy. 
Monday ...Dec. 7 Mr Beal Mr Church Mr Theed Mr Greswell 
Tuesday ......... 4 Theed Synge Tindal King Beal : 
Wednesday ...... 9 Greswell Theed Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Thursday ......... 10 Synge Tindal King Leach Church 
Friday ..... — Borrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
Saturday......... 12 Tindal King Leach Borrer Theed 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Wanraixeron. NEVILLE. PARKER. Evs. 
Monday ...Dec, 7 Mr GoldschmidtMr Leach Mr Bloxam Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ...... 8 Church Farmer Leach Greswell 
Wednesday ...... 9 Synge Borrer Farmer Beal . 
Thursday ......... 10 Theed Greswell Borrer Goldschmidt 
Friday see AE Tindal King Beal Greswell Church 
Saturday Bloxam Goldschmidt Beal Synge 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Dec, 8.—Mr. Joezen Srower, at ag my 2: Freehold Ground-rents, Houses and 
ds (see advertisement, back page, Nov. 28). 

— pet ne TRoLLor®, in conjunction with Mesers, Debenham, Teweon, Richard- 

son & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Eetate and Building Land (see advertisement, 

back page, this week). 

Dec. S—eue., Ouuarsasen, & —* the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Ground-rent 
advertisement k , this week). 

“Ee 17.—Mesare. Doseveat, Tewson, Ricuarpson & Co,, at the Mart, at2: Freehold 

and Leasehold Properties (ece advertisement, page iii., Nov. 28). 


Result of Sale. 


Revegsrons. 
Moesars. H. E. Foster & Cranvrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 872) of 
the above-named interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yerd, £.C., on Thoraday last, when 
the following lota were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 


25,060 :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: 


To £3,452 68. .. oe se oe oe oes Bold 1,819 
To £1,453 ... ee ove ooo ooo ee eee ove one a a Se 
To £2,333 76, ... oe ave os ove eee be eos ooo gp 2 400 
To 60 Bhares in Barclay & Co., Ltd, eos ove bee oe coe gy 1,000 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fatvay, Nov. 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitsp 1s Omanceny, 


Beary, Paren, & Co, Linirep—Oreditors are required, on or before Jan 8, to send in 
their names 6 dresses, and the psrticulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
Edward Pater, 170, Fleet at, liquidator 

Csowrner & Co (Ossett), Liutrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Deo 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
Hilditch, 1, Rast parade, Leeds, Scatcherd & Co, Leeds, sMors to \iquidator 

Denwis Parent Heaaran Co Lamrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 23, directed 
to be heard on Dec 8 Timbrell & Deighton, King William at, solora for petner. 
Notice of appesering must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternt on of Dee 7 

Dreaz Woop Portsm Co, Limirep (tx Voiontany Liquipation)—Oreditors are required, 
on or before Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debte or claims, to Davia Erskine Rei4, 6, Caroline st, Katon ter, liquidator 

Enooas Mavauw Moron Taansvout Co, Laurruv—Ored'tors are required, on or before 
Dec 18, to send their names and , and the particulars of their debte or 
claims, to Fred Lockwood, Market pl chmbrs, Haddersficld, Armitage & Oo, 





inquiry was held by an Assistant Commissioner to the Board of Agri- 


Huddersfield, solors for liquidator 
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FeO ee a Hicks & Co, Old trina 2, Se ak ee 
reach named not 


serearing mtist above- later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Dec 7 

Iwterwevitet, Lintren—Petn for winding presented Nov 24, directed 

* ape ot) on Dec 8, Parker & Co, St Michasl’s masts, Gen Cornhill, yen for peturs, 


Notice of onpaeting must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
001. 
PR pay Oxtvetes, Ltxrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 20, to senc par- 


ticulara of their claims to H. W. Marillier, 21, Lime st, Tiquidator 

New Avsum Co, Urmtren—Creditors are requi aired, on or before Dec 25, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to to Frederick 

or Salaman, 1, Oxford ct, Cannon st, liquidator 

Norra Keyt Gour Guus, Lrurren—Petn for winding up, ar ory Sept 23, directed to 
be heard on Dec 15, Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st, solora for petnrs. Notice of 
epooartag must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Dec 1 


. Sours Comstock, Limrrep—Petn fcr winding up, pusome 5 Nov 21, directed 
"te heard on Dec 8. Rudall, Watlings*, solor for petner, ‘otice of appearing matt 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 7 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Dec. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. ~ 
Lorep in Caancrer. 


Crarxe’s Fuvrye Macutwe Oo, Lrwrrep—OCreditors ired, on or before 
Dec 14, to send in their names and addresses, and the cantienl lars of their « debts or 
claims, to Frederic M. Gillott, 2, Gresham am bidge, Basinghall et, liquidator 

Cotomstan Concessions Oo, Lrerrep —Oraditors aro required, on or before Jan 14, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their peer or claima, to 
G. W. Lear, Invicta Mills, Bow Common In, Wickes & Knight, Blomfield st, solors 
for liquidator. 

Sasrares Hotrorp, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Jan 9, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Taylor 
Payne, 5, London rd, Clapton, liquidator 

Kyestr Lawns Corporation, Liusrep (rw Lrqurpatton)—Creditors are required 
or before Dec 31, to send ‘their names and addresses, and the particulars of t' z 
debts or claims, *to Ohas. L, Watchurst, liquidator 

Lonpow anp Susursaw Prorsrry Co, Lrurren—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 4, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederick William Lord, 37, Walbrook, liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cia. 
London Gazette.—Turepax, Nov 17. 


Aner, Levavassevr Duaevt, Hayter rd, Brixton Dec 18 Scott, Chancery In 

Atkinson, E.uex, Leeds Dec 31 James, Leeds 

Bats, Joux, Surbiton, Coachbuilder Dec15 Charlton, Kingston on Tham: 

Bris, How ano Cuctt "Mowsrar, HMS Blenheim, Paymaster Dect H & :C Collins, 

ing 

Buacnsvan, Witu1am, Hale, Chester Dec19 Lambert & ge Manchester 

Bovcusr, Bexsamix, St Ann’s rd, South Tottenham Dec 31 East, pve st 

Braitsrorp, Euma Dororny, Lincoln Dec 7 Tweed, Horncastle 

Bray, ALFRED Cares, Sidcup Dec 31 Marchant, King’ s Bench walk 

Baowx, Henry Wess, Grosse \Lichterfelde, nr Berlin Dec 17 Plunket Ps poder, 8t 
Paul’s churchy ard 

Brown, James, Ampthill, Beds, Chemist Dec5 Sharman & Trethewy, oe 

BuuMax, Mary, Aikton, Camberland Nov 30 Rigg, Wigton, Cumberland 

CALLAGHAN, Henry Micuart, Richmond cres, Barnsbury, Commercial Traveller Deo 7 
Rubinstein & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 

Caxyon, Braipart, Seedley, Lancs Dec 18 Dixon & Co, Manchester 

Cropiey, Wituram, Sutterton, Lincs, Farmer Dee 18 Bmith & Co, Donington, Lines 

Crossman, LAWRENOR Morey, Cheswick, Northumberland Deo 21 Crossman & Co, 
Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn, 

Crowrner, James, Shelf, nr Halifax, Painter Dec12 Wickstead & Co, Bradford 

Davies, Hawwan, Machen, Mon Decl2 Wade & Son, Boupast, Mon 

Dvanam, Joun, Torquay Jani Edmundson & Gowlav d, Masham, RBO, Yorks 

Espett, Ricuarp, Ripon, Yorks Dec 2l Hutchinson, Ripon 

Gras, James, Altrincham, Chester Dec!9 Lambert & Smith. Manchester 

Guover, Lewis, Sheffield, Grocer Dec 12 Neal & Co, Sheffield 

Goopwin, Pau Tuomas, Gloucester rd, Finsbury pk, Engineer Deo 11 Hicks & Co, King 
at, Covent garden 

Gowar, Moss Exizanets Levesoy, Foxhill, Reading Deo 24 Farrer & Co, Linooln’s 
inn fields 

Gairrita, Witt1am Downes, Bramham gdns Dec16 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 

Hanurson, Susawnan, Bolton Dec12 French, Bolton 

Haewrit, Jaues, Kempsford gdne, Earls Court Dec'2l Smith & Bon, Verulam dldgs 


Gray’ sinn 
Haves, Grornaz, Gosberton Fen, Lines, Farmer Decl& Smith & Co, Pow pe cm Lines’ 
Heaviam, Watrer Groner, Cambridge Dec 21 7 & Smee, Victoria embankment 


Heata,. Mary Psaeman, Royal Leamington Spa Deo 14 Moore & Tibbits, Warwick 
Hinton, Anruor, Graffham, Sussex Dec 20 Rutland, Chancery ln 
Hon wt Heway, Rowno, Telegraphist Deo 2% Nordon & Drury, 


oorga’ 
Hour, Cuartas Lezs, Bournemouth pes Pg = & Heane, Ni 


a] Salop 
Hupsow, > wie \LiaM ALFagp, Hampstead Dec & Eldridges, reat James st, Bed- 
row 


Jouwson, Ropert, South Shields, Draper Nov 23 Vasey & Robertson, South Shields 
Jonna, Tuomas, Berriew, Montgomery, Farmer Nov 2 Phillips, Lianidloes 

Lanp, Aww Many, Harrogate Deol5 North & Sons, Leeds 

Lawaenor, Sanan Bariey, Addison Park mans, West Kensington Deo25 Ellis & Co, 


Basinghall st 
Lewis, Witiiax, Birkeahead, Licensed Victualler Jan1 Lamb & Birkenhead 
Lverox, Tuomas, Cornbrook, Hulme, Manchester Nov 28 Howard & Co, Manchester 


Masune, Wansen Feanen, San Salvador, Central America, Merchant Dec 19 Foss & 

‘erobu' 

Mason, Tuomas, Doncaster Jan 1 Kenyon & Son, Thorne, via Doncaster 

Mrroweun, Campos. Mrcan, Nelson, Lancs, Doctor Dee 2l Baldwin, Nelson 

Nevitun, Buzanerna, Bath Oe w Newton & Co, Finsbury cireus 

yewuan, Paanone Bawetswn, Hi -— gg Beg EH, see & Loe Webimtes 
onanta, Josera, am, Surre uilder 19 & Haye, 

Norais, Simeon, Bath Jan $1 "Onestermha, Bath 

Panka- ng tn pean Evizaseru, Clifton, Bristol Deodé Lewin & Co, Southampton 


at, 8 
Parrouanp, Sanvnt, Wilmington, Priston, Somerset, Farmer Deo 18 Stone & Co, Bath 
Rarwan, Witusam, Ipswich Dec 19 Ling, Framlingham 





Snor 1LLIAM THomas, 
Senpoon, Reoiwatp Heses, W: 


Stupsox, Wriiiam, Harrogate, 
oe Hetexa Geerevor Vicors 


chang Tae Guard Dec 18 J: 
, Copthall bldgs, 


Leicester 
Portsmouth 1 Parker &Co, Portsmouth 
scrington, Wire Manufacturer Dee IT Roberts, 


Agent ‘orth & Sons, Leeds 
yy ttn 3 8 Stoke Fleming, Devon Jan 1 


faite Joux, Hunslet, Leeds, Railway 
amet omg Frepenic os Ansaqeen, Dec 16 Kendall & 
Craruees, | Wr LIAM, Plympton St Maurice, Devon, Farmer Dec13 Woollcombe & Sens, 


SrEvexs, Dcstaveve, Lesmiaghn Spa Dec5 Poole & Boulting, Teunton 
Srorey, Jons, Armley, Leeds, Brickmaker Dec14 Harrison & Bon, Leeds 


senees, Mame, Blackpool eet bet & Co, fo, Gas & Wyke, . 
ion 


fiel 
Trevetyax, Bastt Rippert Treveryax, Southsea Decl Parker & Co, Portsmouth 
Vat, See Mary Newcomer, Deo emg 5 Dec 12 Falkner & Son, Louth 
‘agp, Axre, Worcester ‘ateon, Stourport 
Wanixe, Wirtiam, Hudderfield,{Builder Dee 18 Svkes & Holmfirth 
Warsow, Wirii14m,Chesterfield Deo 21 


London Gasette.—Faipay, Nov 20. 


Armstrone, Tomas, Swalwell, Durham Dec 17 Aitchison, Newcastle upon Tyne 

ATKINSON, Samet, Paignton, Devon Jan1 Tucker, ton 

Baxen, Cuances, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne, Licensed Victualler Dec 30 Dickinson 
& Co, Neweastle Tyne 


je upon 
Barter, ‘ANN Jaye, Blackheath, Kent ay +8 & - A Tilleard, Gracechurch st 
spr. a = rd, Camberwell Dee PP hag we Sor ite 
LACKBURN, NCER, actions, Dos TSvington & encharch 

Brats, Freperict, Bristol, Boot ae Ha Dec 21 Ee ton - cael 

Ca.Lpwett, Rosert, Commission Agent Dec 20 

Coes, Joux —. a Builder Dec31 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

Cottins, Georor, Margate Decl DoT rion Margute 

Coutts, Jowas, Oldham, Potato Dealer Dec 19 vapor, Oldham 

Comrort. Tuomas, Caledonian rd Dec 31 Mason & ™ 

Cooxe, Writtam Hype, Stockton, es Dee 12 "e & R Hill, Worcester . 

Ceackie, Mariayer, Nottingham Dec 21 Sturton, Holbeach 

Crocker, Wruttam Sywes, Yeovil Dee 11 Watts & Co, Yeovil 

Recomm, Axx Exizaseta, Slough Dee 21 Dalston & Co, Southampton st, Blooms- 
jury 

Ex.iott, Roserr, Seaton Burn, Northumberland, Miner Dec 31 Webb, Moerreth 

fram. fume, Cambridge st, Hyde Park sq Dec 31 Beamish & Co, Lincoin’s inn 
e' 

aang “*- Ls a Chichele mans, Cricklewood Dec 20 Routh & Co, Southampton st, 

Ooms ary 

Forsrs, Fraxcis Buackwstt, Boston, Massachusetts Dec20 Stephenson & Co, Lom- 

bard st 


Gautier, Erresxe Fioreyt, rm, Fulham Jan 10 Herbelet, — 

Grr, Ricuarp, Westmoreland st, Pimli "Dee 21 Yeilding & Co, Vincen 

Go.psurts, Cxarces, Union ct, Old Broad st, Wine Importer Jan 11 Lovell & Co, Gray's 
inn sq 

Govpemrrs, Joux, Brighton Dec 21 Mirams & Son, Rriehton 

GoopaLt, WiiuaM, Sheffield Dec 28 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Gaerxy, Lesure bekaag = Staol A Architect Jan1 Green. Bloomsbury sq 

Garrrite, Dororay, Bala, Merioneth Dec17 Jordan, Bala 

Guest, Writs, East eg Glos, Farmer Dec 19 Whitcombe & Waines, Gloucester 

Hawrsoan, Ciewextrxe, Marseilles Dec?l Ryott & Swan, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hay a Wrtwiam Livessy, Preston, Chemist's Assistant Dec 19 Craven & Son, 

reston 


Herserr, , aly Oxford, Cabinet Maker Dec 22 Hazel & Baines, Oxford 
Hriiarp, Joux. Ditcheat, Somerset Dec 20 Nalder, Shep'on Mallet 
Hosss, Hexry Aucew, Ripple, ar Dover, Farmer Dee 29 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Howprxe, Euizasera, Farington, Lancs Dee 16 Wonrdeock, Bam! Bamber 
Homraar, Samuet Groace. Pembridge Bayswater, Jan i5 Jactman, & 
it Gn 4. Siackeurn Dee 16 Rennison, Blackburn 

OULKER, Grorat, 
Hvrosmsox, Major-Gen Atexaxper Ross Ex.iot, Alverston, Warwick Dee 21 Tatham 

& Lousada, Old Broad st 


Jorpax, Mary Axx, Folkestone, Licensed Victualler Dec 21 ve Oo, Beal 
Lewis, Axwre Mary, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn Dec 2i Bevan & Bristol 
ee Jouw Sraee, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn Dee 21 Bevan & Co, Bristol 

Lrvive, Masta, Kellet rd, Brixton Dee 2i Drury. nee gg _ 
Maarrix-Arcrys, Groras Avavsrus, Clifton, Bristol Dec 31 Collins, Reading 
Marrasa, Beeteanp, Mansfield, Notts, Mineral Water Manufacturer Nov 23 White, 


Cotes. 2 Ewaxvet Hexry, Kingsemborne, Hanta, Farmer Jan 2 Halle(t & Martin, 


aN Euras, Land Port«mouth, Confectioner Dec % Riake & Co, Portemouth 
Porrer, Taomas Seat Ganon aoa eee Dec 31 Spencer & Co, Queen st, 


Paror, Rev Huxry Hues, Hove, Sussex Deo 31 Lewis, Denbigh, N Wales 
Parcs, Avcrasp Cieuant, Ladiow, Salop Dec 1S Weyman & Ladlow 
Ray, Rosert, Ashton upon Mersey, Joiner Dec 31 Beesley, 

Rees, Jonataax, Swansea, Tailor Decl Hartland & Co, 

Ricenarps, Sauven, Sneinton, Notts Dec 31 Eking & Co, ingham 


Rostwsox, Joux, Wood, ur Preston, Farmer Deol Clarke & Son, Preston 
Rooras, Loursa Baurx, Moss jo Manchester om Diggies & Ogden, Manchester 
Roorrs, seteng whew bf IS Spickett & wie Gom He 
Rowsotnam, Axx Son |. Dec 16 Knowles 

A; Brixton hill Dec 21 Ashley & 


o—_~: ANNIE, Lyham ri 


ewry 
Suerarap, Ja Bacup, Cotton Manufacturer ae, See 
Simpson, eg Market W. Weighton, —, Dee 16 Poel “Market Weagbton 
Suarer, James, Huddersfield, Parmer Owen & Railey, H 
maaan, Caanaee 6 Warrwortn, Ss as Wine Merchant Jan 1 Hadley & 

rm 
Surra, Rev | mr {omy Headingley Leeds Dec 31 Walker, Manchester 
STaRnRoox, ton, Notts, Farmer Jan2 Mee & Co., Retford 
Grease, Sal 5 A Aas, CR, CME, Pall Mal pee Mole & Co, Reigate 
pen, Farry, Brighouse Vietors Sheffield 

Syarrr, Joux, Uxbridge Mi, Hanwell Jan 1 Lambert & Hale, Queen Victoria st 


Tuan, nen To Coogee, nr Freemantle, Western Australia Dee 31 
Tween, a ee mer Conca od hag 


Warn, Arriva, Cattle Dealer Deo 
Warnes, Buna, ing rd, Plaistow Dee 16 wt ripe Fisker, Southend on Sea 


Wuegiwgon, Auror, ara Pi aa Wess b tone, On & rose & Sema, Can 
Wrera Se Toe 


Tince "Dee 21 


Co, Fredericks pl, O18 


. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 27 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Auszey, Joaw Barroworirr, Southwick, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Oct 28 Nov 23 


Avseart, Wict am, jun, i= alley, St oe st, Gas Engi- 
neer High Court Pet Oct3t Ord Nov 

Bateman & Cv, St Paul’s, Bristol, Clothiers *4 sristol Pet 
Nov 5 Ord Nov 24 

Brap. Grores, Gillingham, Fish g Rochest: Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Boxp, Evwarp James, erm Bournemouth Poole 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 2 

Buamax, Joux lig Market ny a Watch- 
maker Leicester Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 

Borier, Witw1am Josers, Elmore, Glos Bricklayer 
Gloucester Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Cavrut, Rrowarp, Stockport, Warehouseman Stockport 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2% < 

Cuerstirax, Witttam Wartsox. Bay J Kirby, Cheshire 
Birkenhesd PetNov9 Ord N 

Cuark, J; & Co, Knightrider st, Skirt High 

Court Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 2 


Coxe, James, 1 mee Carrier “Plymouth Pet Nov 23 
Ord Nov 





Cox ~ eseang Jarrow, Durham, Fruiterer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Nov 23° Ord Nov 23 

Datwoop, Grorcs Faeperick Brarns, Stoke under Ham, 
80 , Grocer Yeovil Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 

Davies, Davin, Barmouth, Merioneth, Shopkeeper 
Ab wyth Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Davy, Cuagtes Eowirp Rosret, Moss ama Manchester, 
Solicitor Salford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 

Ecxessiey, Joun AInsworrsa, i Ente Collector 
Preston Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 23 

Eoxeasiey, Witt, Radcliffe, Team, Newsagent Bolton 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Fearn, Cuartes Wester, Hednesford, Staffs, Grocer 
Walsall Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 23 

Hattartt, Tom. Chesterfield, Monumental Mason Chester- 
field Pet Nov 24 Ori Nov 24 

Hazes, Agraur Cartwerieut, Tonbridge, Commercial 
Traveller Tunbridge Wells Pet Nov20 Ord Nov 20 

ae Martruew, Leeds, Grocer; Leeds Pet Nov 23 Ord | 

‘ov 23 

Higeers, Sauvet, Gorseinon, Glam, Gasman in Steelworks 
Swansea Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 23 

Hopxissox, Ricaaep, Stalybridgs, Chester, 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 23 

Hore, H. Farnborough, Builder Guildford Pet Oct 23 
Ord Nov 21 

Howick, Eayest Witt1am, Portland rd, South Norwood, 
Insurance Broker on Pet Nov 24 Ord Noy 24 

James, Witi1am, Sheffield, Motor Agent Sheffield Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 25 

Kevsatt, Herr, Sale. Chester, Commission Agent Man- 
chester Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 25 





Plumber | 





Pearce, Groras, omy | In, Merchant High Court 
Pet Aug10 Ord Nov 

Prruax, ALsgrt Epwarp, Bournemouth, Tobacoo Dealer 
Poole Pet Nov 16 Ord Nov 23 

Porrzs, Taomas Henry Peas, High Spen, neat Gill, 

on Tyne Pet Nov 23 


Rezp, Acvrerep Josera, Sawbriigeworth, Horse Breaker 
Hertford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov : 
Reep, Faeperiok Heney, Joha - satel, Architect 
High Court Pet June18 Ord Nov 

Ricuaep, Wi.utaM, Swansea, bn by Swansea Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Seppox, James, sen, Little Hulton, Lancs, Builder Bolton 
Pet Nov24 Ord af 24 

Suarp, Josera, Freiston, Lines, Farmer Boston Pet 

Nov 25 Ord N Nov 25 

Sms, Wittiam Jones, Giyaset, Glam, Accountant 
Neath Pet Nov25 O ¢ 

Suits, Jonw Watus, Woodhouse Moor, Leeds, Engineer 
Leeds Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 33 

Veitcu, James Homunp, and Henry Jorpax, Newcastle on 

Contractors Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 6 

Ord Nov 23 ; 

Waits, Georce Hessear, reget, Dairyman Liver- 
pool Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 23 

Wits, Grorcs Agepnan, Brighton, Grocer Brighton 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 24 

Wimsuurst, Hewary, Blundellsands, nr Liverpool, Engineer 
Liverpool Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 24 

Wive.., Jouw Henry, Rock Ferry, Cheshire Birkenhead 
Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 25 

Youye, Huwzy Houmpnrey, Dean Farm, Warbleton, fam, 
Eastbourne and Lewes Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avseey, Jouns Banzowctirr, Southwick, Sane Dec 10 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighto 

Avpeet, Witiiam, jun, Harp alley, St Bride st, Gas 
E Dec 8 at12 Bankra bldgs, Carey st 

Bepwaut, Toomas Appiesy, Derby, Dec Sat 12 Off 
Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Bennerr, Epwriy Ricuarp, 8t Austell, Cornwall, Coach- 
builder Dec8at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Tcuro 

Brwnetr, oes Kennington, nr Ashford, Grocer Dec7 at 

ff Rec, 684 Castle st, Canterbury 

Bineaam, Georaina, Herne Bay. Kent De 7at11.30 Of 
Ree, 68a, Castle st, Canterbu' 

Brgp, Georae, Gillingha a, Kent, Fishmonger Dec 14 at 
12.15 115, High st, Rochester 

| Beapuey, Groras, Moss Side, Manchester, Lurry Driver 
Dec 5 at1130 Off Rec, Seen st, Manchester 

BroapueaD, James Witsox. Tanshelf Drive, Pontefract, 
Builder Dec 7at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Baooxes, Caartes, Derby, Motorman Deo 5 at 10.30 


Off Ree, 47, Full st, ist, Derby 

| Baown, Jonny, jun, Ma‘ ik, Derby, Gardener Dec 5 
at 11.30 Of Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

| Boruze, Wituau Josera, E!more, Glos, Journeyman 
Bricklayer Dec5at3 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

| Bes Jous, Salford, Lanca, Funeral Department Manager 
Dec 5 at 19.30 ‘Off Rec Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Kersuaw, een, and Ina Paiestiry, Clayton Heights. | "eet Atreep, and ALvaep Gzoncs Faost, Royston, 
erts, 


, Works, Reed Manufacturers Bradford | 
Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 23 


Kixes, Rossat Georcz, Thornton Heath, Dealer in Musical | | Ccamx 
Co 


Instruments Croydon Pet Oot 22 ‘Ord Nov 25 


Drapers Dec 8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 


st 
ightrider st, Skirt ag neg High 
Des Sat il Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca: 


bi pions 


urt 
Luwis, Gzoras, Biddestone, nr ~~ ecm Wilts, Baker | ower Gaorez, Swadlincote, Derby, Baker. Theos at 11 


Bath Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


Rec, 47, Full st, Derb 


Lzysnor, Gronce, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pet Nov | | oon Grores, ‘Baltley, "iiemieghon, Dairyman Dec8 at 
15 


23 Ord Nov 23 


191, Corporation st, Birminzham 


Locke, Georaixa, Pwiheli, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler Dareyrouss, Wittiam, Webster gdns, ee Jeweller Dec 


Portmadoc Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2% | 


7 at 12 Bankruptcy bi 


Lovirt, Rosgzrat James, Stanwell, nr Staines, Licentiate in | Eoxerstey, Wiiiiam, halite, tan ates Newsagent Dec 7 


High Court Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 | 


Surgery 
Stamford hill, 


Lowrrz, Eur, Alkham rd. 
Agent High Court Pet Aug 18 Ord Nov 25 

aes —— Surra, Reading, ineer Reading Pet | 

‘ov 

Martim, Agrave = pg at Derby,Grocer Sheffield | 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2 

Muus, acaiainenin teietates Bristol, Baker Bristol 

Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 25 


Portsmouth 
ecge. Rates Eowarp Wallsend, Painter Newcastle on oom, Caaeits, Bi 
1.30 


u yne ne ee ‘ 

ORGANS, AARLES, Bethe I Jangwyryf 
Cardigan, Butcher py oe Bet Nov 24 Ord 
ov 


mmission | Bowaaoe, Tromas, 


at3 19, 

oe hang Gillingham, Dorset, Plumber 
al a. at 2.15 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 

is 

LEY, Tomn. Ardwick, Manchester, Con Dealer Dec 5 
- i Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 

| Goopwix, Joan Ossoaye Sipwzy, a Fruiterer 
Dec 7 at 3 O ‘ bridge junc, High st, 


rmingham, Brassfounder Dec 7 at 

191, “acd on st, Birmingham 
Henpear Wiasatt, Lostock Gralam, 
uilders Dec8atiil Off Rec, 35, 


| Hatt. Samvg., ani 
Northwich, Ch 
Victoria st, Teal 





Hanus, Agruur Consumes, Se La ag 
Traveller oue at 11 Bis, ‘Broaie Broadway, 


Tunbridge a 
Hawes, Josera Rosset, Southtown, Great Yarmouth, 
Nurseryman Dec5 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
ar Marruew, Leeds, Grocer Dec 7 at 11.30 Off Res, 


4, Bond 

ae. Joun, Durbam, Baker DecSat3 Off Reo, 3, Manor 
pl, Sunderland 

Houtman, Isaac Witt1am, East Dereham, Coal Merchant 
Dec 5 at 12.30 Off Kec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hors, H, Farnborough, Hampshire, Builder Dec 7 at 19 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Howaxup, Witurax, Dovercourt, nwerell Railway Clerk 
Dec 18 a 11.15 Cups Hotel, Colch 

Howiox, Eanest Wit.1am, Portland - ¢ South Norwood, 
Tasurance ee Dec 9 at 11.30 182, York rd, West 

J. 8 an Birmingha Manufactu 

AcoBs, SYDNEY gpox, Birmi 7m, 0 
Silversmith Dec 8 at 11.30 191, Corpomtion a 


irmingham 
Jonzs, A ng ee Portmadoc, Milkman Deco7at12 Crypt 
mbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jupp, Wituiam, Rugby, Warwick Dec8 at3 Off Ree, 8, 

h st, Coventry 

ILLIAM, Brighton, Corn Merchant Deo 10 at 10.15 

Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Keasuaw, Leaz, and Ira Paizsriey, Clayton Heights, 
Queensbury, Yorks, Reed Manufacturers Dec 7 at 11 
Off Rec 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Latina, Jonn ALEXANDER, Seal Chart, nr Sevenoaks, Com. 
mercial Traveller Dec 14 at 11.15 Clarendon ‘Hotel, 
Broadway, Tunbridge Wells 

Levers, ALrrep Watuze, Levenshulme, Manchester, by 
Dealer Dec5at 12 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste: 

Lovirt, Roperr James, Stanwell, nr Stainee, Licentiate 
in Dental Surgery Dec 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Carey st 
Maesteg Gan. Coal Miner 
Cardiff 


Moorsz, sian JAMES, 
Dec 8 at 10 Off Rec, 117, St Maxy ot 

Morean, Epwarp Geoxce, Newtown, Gace, Fish 
Merchant Deo 10at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown 

Momrorp, Anraue Eanest Cowstt, Redhill, Confectioner 
bery 7 at 11.30 Market Hall bidgs, Station rd, Red- 


Parxer, Antaus Gustave Dozers, nee Dairyman 
Dec7 at 8 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, C 

Pitman, ALBERT Epwasp, Bournemouth, Fetes Dealer 
Dec 5at11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

Pyz, Eowagp Hues Hopxins, Stourbridge, Laundrymau 
Dec8ati1l Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Roseats, Gairriru, Gors Waenfawr, Waenfawr, Carnar- 
von, Farmer Dee 7 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

Sauissuxy, Eu, Blackbura, Relshasties Dec 9 a! 930 
County Court house, Blackbur: 

Srppoy, ae sen, Little Hulton, Lanes, Builder Dec 8 
at3 19, Exchange st, —_s. 

Sz.sy, B..2. AnrHony Sut TH, 2 Regis, Dorset, Builder 
Dec7 at 4.30 Crown Hotel, Ny! ate i 

Suiruson, Grorce Henry, Leeds. Ladies’ Tailor Deo7 at 
ll Of Rec, 24, Bond st, Leds 

Verron, James Epuunp, and Henry Jorpan, Newcastle on 
Tyne, Contractors Dec 3s at 11.30 County Court, West- 
gate rd, Newcxstle on Tyne 

Voxins, JAmes Gitssr, York st, Bakerst Dec7 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Waite, Gevace Heagsert, Liverpool, Dairyman Dec 7 at 
3.15 Queen Hotel, City rd, Chester 

Witutams, Harry, Pontymister, Mon, Boot Repairer Dec 
9at1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Wiis, Georce Aseranam, Brighton, Grocer Dec 10 at 
10 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Birgp, Groner, Gillin, a, Kent, Fishmonger Rochester 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Peis 
+h '00) le 


Bown, Epwasp jaan, 2 be, 
Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 

Borisot, Moss, Strand, Tailor High Court Pet Oct 29 
Ord Nov 2% 

Boemay, Joun Soerieet, Market Harborough, Watch- 

maker Leicester Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Botier, Witi1am Josera, Elmore, Glos, Bricklayer 
Gloucester Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


Cavitt, iRicnaagp,{Stockport, Tobacconist Stockport Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Jupp, 
0 





Bour 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for insert: in Leases or M f 
sisi Saeaenotton. ing ortgages of Licemsed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


ewe eeeeerere Ae eee 


Co w 





1908, 


—_—_—____.., 
——_—____ 


. Broadway, 


Y 
Off Bea, 
e0, 3, Manor 
: Merchant 
Dec 7 at 12 
way Clerk 


2 Norw: 
k rd, Wen’ 


cention af 
t12 Crypt 
Off Reo, 8, 
10 at 10,15 


a Heights, 
ec 7 at ll 


aks, Com. 
lon Hotel, 


iter, Glass 
nchester 
Licentiate 
ey bidga, 
al Miner 
ery, Fish 
wo 
nfectioner 
’ 
Dairyman 
0 Dealer 
High st, 
odrymau 
Judley 
_ Carnar- 
Eastgate 
a! 930 
r Dec 8 
, Builder 
Dec 7 at 


castle on 
t, West- 


7 at 12 
Dec 7 at 
er Dec 


fon 
© 10 at 


chester 
Poole 
Oct 29 
Watch- 
cklayer 
rt Pet 


tf 


ent 


armouth, 
at, Ni 
. orwich 


Dec. 5, 1908. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. ([Vol. 53.] 109 











Pet Oct 10 Urd Nov 27 


CoLE, dome, Fipeonth, Carrier Plymouth Pet Nov 23 | Prruay, Avsert Epwarp, Bournemouth, Tobacco Dealer | Gonors, Rronanp H, Strensall Camp, nr York High Court 
ov 


p, Grorcs Frepericn Brains, Stoke under Ham, 
Dattymerset, Grocer Yeovil Pet Nov2% Ord Nov 25 


Davizs, Davip, Barmouth, M Ord Nov 23 
Abuyewr's Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov2é Ricuargps, Wr 

Davies, Joux Taomas, Pentre, Glum, Grocer Pontypridd ‘ov Ord Nov 23 
Pet Nov7 Ord Nov25 


Nov 23 


Taomas Grorce, Motor 
Dow temingham Pet Nov 8 on Nov 24 


Puole Pet Novié Ord Nov 


a Neng 2 Henry Cegon, Tih 


24 
> Spen, Rowlands Gill, 
on Tyne Pet Nov 23 


Ha , & 
Sine (eee MS 


Hoimes, Jouw Lawrence Marovs, W: 


oe. ~e A Warwick ct, Holborn Bayswat Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Ni rte 
aMHTON, JoHN ARTHU ‘arw er ov ov 
Body Maker Advertising Gontensten’ High Court Pit Bet 21 Ord | Juwxins, dong Liywpadery, jandhaoge Borth, 


q nr 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 


Eoxessiey, Witt14mM, Radcliffe, Lancs, Newsagent Bolton | Szppox, James Little Hulton, Lancs, Builder 
F 4 Bolton Pet Nov 3 Meruam, Cuantes, Folkestone, Boarding House Keeper 


Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Hatiatr, Tom, Chesterfield, Monumental Mason Chester- | Snanp, Josepn, Freiston, 

field Pet Nev 24 Ord Nov 2% 23 Ord Nov 25 
Hanes, Artuur Carntwaicut, Tonbridge, Commercial | 8s, Wiuuam Jo 

Traveller ge Wells Pet Nov20 Ord Nov 20 Neath 
Hayes, Matruew, Leeds,Grocer Leeds Pet Nov 23 Ord | Surtu, ag A Wi 


Pet Nov 24 O.d Nov 24 
Lines, 


GI; ; Glam, Accountant 
Pet Nov 25" Oud Hoe 95 Norcats, Cuarizs Epwanrp, 
odhouse Moor, Leeds, Engineer Stafford 


F 
Farmer Boston Pet Nov 2 Se Ord Nov 28 
OUNTPORD, cK, Kidderminster, Carpet Designer 
Kidderminster Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


N 
Pet Nov 16 Ord Nov 26 


Nov 23 i Nov ts Ord Nov 23 Parrecr, Lusuitts Groraz, Yarmouth, 
Hicerxs, SamMugL, Gorseinon, Glam, Gasman it Steel Works | Suraxast, Tuomas, Eldon st, Finsbury, Company Promoter Yarmouth Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

— ig ane 23 — Nov 23 Captain in | W a ag 24 ae Sidi Wine Paice a bm Grocer Wolverhampton Pet 
Hu, Arsert Witu1am Burtox, H ‘ATSON, FeepERIcK BLES, ™, ov ov 

HM Windsor Pet April1 Ord ‘Now? Pet Novll Ord Nov23 ° Ruopas, Geonoz Tuomas, Portfield, Chichester, Builder 
Hinz, Jony, » Baker Durham Pet Novi7 Ord | Warsz, Taomas Caapman, Armley, Leeds, Confectioner Brighton Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Nov 20 Leeds Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 25 Rosextowes, Pavi ee ee Victoria st, Skin 
Hout, Heyzy Caanies, Southampton, Tailor Southamp- | Youre, Haxry Humpurey, Dean Farm, Warbleton, Sussex Merchant High Court Oct 8 Ord Nov 26 

ton Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 23 Eastbourne and Lewes Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 Stepman & Co, eee Pare onto 

Court ‘ov . 


Hopexisson, Ricuarp, Stalybridge, Chester, Plumber 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Noy 25 Ord Nov 25 

How1ex, Eanest Wit.1am, Portland rd, south N 5 
Insurance Broker Croydon Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Jzrsox, Ropert Bickxesstets, Milton st, South African 
Merchant High Court Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 25 


Kersuaw, Lean, and Isa Paizstiey, Clayton Heigh' 
Queensbury, Yorks, Reed Manufacturers Bradfor RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Pet Nov 6 rd Nov 25 
tanmas, Meant, Hailsham, Sussex Lewes Pet Aug 18 Bradford Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 2% 
rd Nov . 
Leysuox, Gzorcz, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pet Nov Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 27 
Ord Nov Bop, Taomas, 


Lewis, Gxones, Biddestone, nr Chippenham, Wilts, Baker 

Bath Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 aig se Hov 3% Cel Bov 
Locks, Groreina, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler 
Portmadoc Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Lovitt, Rosgget Jamus, Stanwell, or Licentiate in 
Dental Surgery 
MansH, Horace Smit, Reading, eer Reading Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 


= Pet on Ord _ 23 a Det 

RTIN RTHUR CLEMENT, own, Grocer 

Bheffield Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2% » 

Moong, Ratpx Epwarp, Wallsend, Painter Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 Con eta Tudor st 


Coz, Tuomas, Cleve Prior, 
Worcester 

Cornnzs, WILLIAM, 
Kent, 


Cardigan, Butcher Aberystwyth Pet Nov 2 O) 
Nov 24 
Mor.ey, Joux, 

Lewes PetNov6é Ord Nov 2% Pet Nov 1 27 
Ossornnk, Henry Joux, Hammond‘rd, Southall, Builder | Fizicaze, Jonn ARrrTuur, 
Windsor Pet Aug 20 Ord Nov 21 Assistant Manchester 





ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Mircuett, Axprew, Dursley, Glos, Chemist Glouceste 
Adjud Feb 20, 1908 Annul Nov 17, 1908 um — a oe, 


London Gagette,—Turspay, Dec 1. 


Barns, Asutzy Watxer, Bradford, Refreshment Caterer Wax Faaxx, Gulval 
’ 

Bisxgy, Groraz Gorpon, Catford, Flour Factor Croydon Wass, Anravs Hansy, Latt th, I t B 
. J 


we: 2 Ord ra amend Seven, Saeh Bester Bes Woops, Fsaxcis Epwangp 


Farm, 
Farmer Maidstone Pet Nov | 
Morcans, Cuartes, Troedyrhiw, Bethel, Lilangwyryfon urt Pet Nov 27 Ord Noy 28 
ae on Oct 5 ~4 Kavrauay, Stpssy Cuaaces, Mare et, Hackney 
. , . Nov 26 
Sussex, Licensed Victualler E THom Glam P : 
rage, Sovess Segpnly, Sim, Gone Pontgpeita 


Levenshulme, 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Tanstey, Hexpert Faanx, Woburn Sands, ‘ 
Builder Ni Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
, Southampton, 
Taom, J Aleph, ne Aahtord, Kent, Fi 
, JAMES, ton , oF ent, Farmer 
af Coates Be Nov 27 Ord Novy 27 
Txomsox, Jonx Henry, New Sussex, Grocer 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
Cross, val, Cornwall, Aerated 
ater Manufacturer Truro Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Tay.tor, Groncz, Perry Farm, 


’ ’ uilder 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 


: » Baker Warrington Pet Waits, Watrer Cuaatzs Henny, Oxford, Hairdresser 


Oxford Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 28 


Bowens, pean Sea, we =| aS Gen, Miner Wickasper, Wiiu1am Tuomas, Landport, Hants, Baker 


Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 wine 
High Court Pet Nova? oa Nov-27 


Court Pet Nov 24 O:d Nov 24 ger 
i 
Enai < Cospex, Ha.step Sarge, Bruton, Somerset Yeovil Pet Y x, W T Pp 


, Worcester, Market Gardener 
ig? 27 Ord Nov 27 


‘errotts, ar Salcombe. 
Plymouth Pet Nov 20” Ord Nov 23 


ORDERS RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDERS, AND 
oe State, DISMISSING PETITIONS. 
Kavuruan, Atraep, Exeter rd, Brond » Boot Maker 
iors, Ldcenaed Victualler Court Pet Aug 26 Rec Ord Oct 18° Res Ree Ord 
Dis Pet Nov 13 
Pet Aug 28 Rec Ord Oct 16 Res Rec Ord and Dis 


Pet Nov 13 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Lancs, Shop | Barzmax & Co, St Paul’s, Bristol, Clothiers Dec 9 at 
Pi e'}2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 











A Remarkable Book on the 


Preservation of Health. 


Dr. Andrew Wilson, the distinguished authority on hygienic science 
and health questions, is evidently a believer in Thomas Carlyle’s doctrine 
that there is no utility in pointing out misfortunes unless you at the 
same time indicate the remedy. 

In his remarkable little book, ‘‘ The Art of Living,”’ just issued from 
the press, Dr. Wilson not only points out that “our first duty to our- 
selves is to check illness at the outset,” but he follows up this admonition 
with the more welcome information how we are to do it. 

He, so to speak, says: “You have the evil of ill-health to fight. 
Now, here’s the weapon to fight it with. Strike for freedom.” For 
example, he says: “Suppose a person has run down—feels languid, and 
is easily tired. If he neglects this warning—for all such signs and 
symptoms are Nature’s warning to us—the possibility is that he will pass 
further afield into the great lone land of disease.” 

“Can he do anything to save himself from such a disastrous result? 
In the vast majority of cases he can restore his vigour.’’ How? 

Dr. Wilson tells his readers how without delay, adding at once this 
remarkable statement: “Probably he will be advised to take a tonic. 
This, in the main, is good advice. Unfortunately, the number of tonics 
is legion ; but if there exists any preparation which can combine in itself 
the properties of a tonic and restorative, and which at the same time 
can contribute to the nourishment and building-up of the enfeebled body, 
it is evident such an agent must prove of the utmost value to everybody. 
I have found such a tonic and restorative in the preparation known as 
Sanatogen.” 

How the distinguished author found this tonic he tells us in an 
interesting bit of autobiography. “Recovering from an attack of 
influenza,” he says, “and suffering from the severe weakness incidental 
to that ailment, Sanatogen was brought under my notice. I gave it a 
fair trial, and the results were all that could have been desired. In a 
short time my appetite improved, the weakness was conquered, and 


without the use of any other medi¢ine or preparation I was restored to | 


health. 





It is easy to believe that this experience led the doctor to make a 
thorough investigation into the specific which had served him so well. 

“ Sanatogen,” he tells us, “ combines two distinct elements—one tonic 
and the other nutritive.” Further, it is no “secret” remedy, for, as 
he pertinently observes, “its composition is well known; otherwise, 
medical men would not prescribe it.” 

What the tonic and nutritive elements of Sanatogen are, and how 
they effect so much good, Dr. Wilson describes in simple, convincing 
terms. The whole passage is too long to quote, but one important 
remark of the writer may be given—namely, that one of the principal 
elements of Sanatogen “represents the substance which actually forms 
a very important, if not the most important, constituent of our brain 
and nervous system.” 

How, through regenerating the nervous system, Sanatogen restores 
the functions of the digestive organs, and by rebuilding the tissues 
compensates the wear and tear of latter-day life; how it does away 
with the need for stimulants, and cures the sick by the natural method 
of making the body strong enough to drive out disease—all this, in the 
delightful style of Dr. Wilson’s language, makes engrossing and pleasant, 
as well as instructive, reading. os 

This last contribution of his to the literature of health may certainly 
be calculated to carry joyful news to the ailing and weary. ‘ 

A limited number of complete specimen copies of “ The Art of Living,” 
by Dr. Andrew Wilson, are available for distribution. A copy will be 
sent gratis and post free on application to the publishers, F. Williams 
and Co., 24, Alfred Place, London, W.C., mentioning the SoLicrToRs 
JOURNAL, = 

(Sanatogen, the therapeutic nutrient alluded to by Dr. Andrew Wilson 
in the book named above, has probably been put to more severe and 
searching analyses and tests than any other specific of modern years, 
and the result, as declared by the unanimous voice of the medical press, 
is to place the preparation quite in the forefront of all nerve tonics. 
The “Medical Times” says: “It is probably in cases of weakness ot 
exhaustion of the nervous system, accompanied by various forms of 
mental and bodily inefficiency, that Sanatogen proves most useful. ) 

Sanatogen, by the way, is the tonic food remedy used in the Royal 


Family, and can be obtained of all chemists in tins from 1s 9d Aa 
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Barss, oa Waker, Bradford, oe Caterer 
Dec 9 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Brad ford 
— Groner Gorvox, Catford, Baker Dec 10 at 11.30 
, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
= Tuomas, Runcorn, Chesiire, Baker Dac 9 at 3 
ff Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Bonp, Epwarp James, Boscombe, Bournemouth Dec 10 
atll Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, South- 


pT 
Bowers, Freperick James, Marske by the Sea, Yorks, 
Miner Dec 10 at 11.3) Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Al 
rd, Middlesbrough 
Wis James, Luppitt, Devon, Smith Dec 
17 at 11 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Buemax, Jous SoRFLEET, —. Harborough, Watch- 
maker Dec9at12 Off 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Carstick, Jauzs, and Josepa Hexey Smpsox, Burnley, 
Botanical Brewers Dec9at3.15 Off Rec, 13, Winckley 


Cartox, Tomas, and Gzorez Jounstore Cartor, 
Southport, Painters Dec 10 at 230 ff Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Coxe, James, Plymouth, Carrier Dec 9at12 Off Rec, 7, 
Buckland ter, Piymouth 

Corxes, Witt1Am, Boughton Malherbe, Kent, Farmer Dec 
10at1l1 Off Rec, 9, King st, Maidstone 

Cox, Wituiau, Jarrow on Tyne, Darham, Fruiterer Dec 9 
atil Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Caippie, Morracvue Wii1aM Hewry, Abertillery, Fruiterer 
Dee 9 at 11.39 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 


TT James, Burnley, Fruiterer Dec9at3 Off Rec, 
3, Winckley st, Preston 

Suse Davip, Barmouth, Merioneth, 
Dee 11 at 12.30 Townhall, Aberystwyth 

Diamaspis, Taroporr, The Broadway, Cricklewood, 
Turkish Tobacco Expert Dec 10 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidg:, Carey st 

Dover, Tuomas Banox, Wargrave, Berks, Oil Dealer Dec 
10 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Docxsam, Witiiam, Hampton in ; oo Warwick, Cyel e 
Maker | Dec9atii Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Exuiorr, Tomas, Warwick, Stonemason Dec 9 at 230 
Of Ree, 8, Hi High st, Coventry 

Exros, Isaac, Faversham, Kent, Carter Dee 9 at 19.30 
Off Ree, 68a, Castle st, ‘Canterbury 

Fizetwoop, Gsorce Hamppex, Hoppers rd, Winchmore 

Commercial Clerk Decl0at3 14, Bedford rd 
Gozess, Ricuargp H, Strensall Camp, nr York Dec 9 at 12 
y bldgs, Carey st 

Hawkes G H, & Co, Broad st pl, Agents Dec 11 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hicems, Saucer, Gorseinon, Glam, Gasman Dec 11 at 
11.30 Off Rec. 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

a, Pye King’s Lynn, Fruiterer Dec 12 at 12.30 

8, King st, Norwich 

PI anny "Bicuarp, Stalybridge, Plumber 
239 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Howes, Jony Lawaezsce Marcus, Westmoreland rd, 
Bayswater, Clerk Dec9ati Bankruptcy bidgs, C.rey 


Jusxims,Jous, Liywynderw, Llanfhangel, nr Borth, Farmer 
Dee 11 at 1.30 Townhall, Abervstwsth 
Kises, Rosgrt Grozce, Thornton Heath, Surre 

Musical Instruments Dec9ati2 132, Yo 


Shopkeeper 


Dec 9 at 


, Dealer in 


minster Bridge | 
Lasotzr, Heyer. eg — 16 at 10,30 Vounty | 

Conrt Offices, High st, 
Laws, Gerorcs, Bisdetone -* Chippenham, Baker 
Dee9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol ) 
B Dee 11 at 11 Off 


Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
vee ta gn ee! Commission 
still nkruptey 8, Carey st 
Mazen, {Horace Surrn, Reading, Engineer Dec 10 at 
12.30 Queen’s Hotel, Reading. 
Mris, Sipszx Grorcz, Ashton Gate, Beiminster, Bristol, 
Baker Dee 9 at 11.45 Off Ree, 26, Baidwin st, 


Bristol | 
Moorz. Ratru Eowaup, Wallsend, Painter Dec 9 at 12 | 


Morcas, Evwarp Gzorcr, Newtown, Montgomery, Fruit 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne Merchant Newtown Pet Nov21 Ord Nov27 
Moscass, Cuantzs, Troedyrhiw, Bethel, Liangwyryfon, | Moustrrosp, Frepericx, Kiddermi nster, Carpet Designer 
i, ex Dec 11 atl Townhall, Abery- | gg a = Ord Nov 27 
Mostar, Jons, Danehill, Suwex, Licensed Victual er si Oor'wee ee sarcabee a cg ia 


Dee 16 at 10 County Court Offices, High st, Lewes | 
oan Heser, Garn Cross, Nantyglo, Mon, Grocer Dee 9 
ati2 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Moa 
Pearce, Grozce, Mincing in, Marchant Dec 9 at 12 

bidgs, Carey st 
Peeer.Jaues, Willewhall, Insurance Agent Dec 10 at 11 
Off Ree, Wolverhamp*on 
Hexeeaet Stascer, Pinner, Builder 
M, Bedford row, London 
Porres, Taouss Hewex Craex, High Spen, Rowlands Gill, 
\rarham, ta Dec 9 at 11.0 Off Rec, 2, 


Dec 9 at 12 


La aey, Lo. . Newcastle on Tyne 
Paosses, Wiiiis% Orno, Venns Green, Marden, Hereford, 
Farmer Dec@at 12 2, Offa w, Hereford 
Resp, Atvaey Joerran, Sawbri yo Hertford, Horse 
en Dee 9 at 3 14, 
sevecion Hever, John st, Aeiphi Architect Dec 
9 at il Bankrs: bidgs, Carey wt 
Baoves, Grosce nouss, Portheld, Chichester, Gassex, 
Dee 16 at 6A5 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidg:, 


Brighton 
ee Bateher Dec li ati2 Off | 


Lazanvs, Sheffield, Yarnitare Dealer Dec 9 | 
at 12 Off Bee, Figtree la, theffieiA 
en, Pact Victon. Queen Victoria # Skin 
Dee 16 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey xt 
a. Frieston, Lincs, Fi 





‘armecr 
4 and 6, Wet #, boston 
Gems, Weettan Jowes, Glyanesth. Glam, Aceountast De 
I2at li Off Kec, Zi, Alexacdrs rd, "dwanses 
Barra, Aivrero Rroes, Kas; Stomchouse, Contractor Dee | 
rath | 


Dee 16 at 215 


Dee G9 at 11 Off | 


Earysnaw. Water, Hall Cliffe, ater. nr Wakefield, 


i wags, > = H A, Eaton chmbrs, Halford rd, "Fulham, Coal 


rd, West- | Hay 


| Ketssiu, 


| Muraas,  npllb-eg Fo 


Sratey, Wrr.1am, Sheffield, Builder Dec 9 at 12.30 Off 
Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Srepuaw & Co, Forest Gate, Essex, Builders De310 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Stroxey, Exnest, Lordehip 4 Wood Green, Farmer Dec 
10 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Taysunry, Hersert Franx, Woburn Sands, Buckingham, 
Coachbuilder Dec 11 at 11 Off Ree, Bridge st, 
Northampton 

Taytor, Gores, Perry Farm, Minstead, a ton, 
Farmer Dec 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, "Midian nk 
ehmbrs, High st, Southamption 

Wess, Artave Harry, Tieereorth. Leicester, Builder Dec 
9 at 8 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Wars, Samvxu, Trevadlock, Lewannick, Launceston, 
Farmer Dec 10 at 11 Off Rec, 7, Buckland ter, 
Plymouth 

Wickespex, Wiii14m Taomas, Landport, Hants, Baker 


Dee 4 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mou’ 
Woops, Fraycis Epowarp, Brompton rd, Public House 


Manager Dec 10at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 
Younc, Hexry Humpnrey, Warhleton, Sussex Dec 14 at 
11.30 Clarendon Hotel, Brosdway, Tanbridge Wells 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apery, Joun BasrowcuiFr, Southwick, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 26 
Asnrortsa, Gsorce Henry, Pitsmoor, Sheffield, Builder 
Sheffield Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 26 
Baxxs Epwis Hopes, Carlton Club, London Carlisle 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Nov 27 
Bares, Asutey Watker, Bradford, Refreshmen' Caterer 
Bradford Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Beyyetr, Hues, Kennington, nr Ashford, Kent, Grocer 
Canterbury Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 27 
Bop, Txomas, —- Chester, Baker Warrington Pet 
Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Bowers, Freperick James, Marake by the Soa, Yorks, 
Miner Middlesbrough Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov iy 
Bsows, Hexry James, Vyner st, Combridge rd, Box 
Maker High Court Pet Oct2 Ord Nov 27 
Beit. Witttam James, Luppitt, Devon, Smith Exeter Pet 
Nov 27_ Ord Novy 27 
Caaettox, Witiiam, Station rd, Caurch End, Finchley 
| Barnet Pet July9 Ord Nov26 . 
Cospsn, Hatstep Sayer, Bruton, Somerset Yeovil Pet 
| Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Cote, Taomas, Cleeve Priory, wemeten, Market Gardener 
27 





Worcester Pet Nov 27 
Cooke, H N, Southsea, Hants, Hosier Portamouth Pet 
Oct 28 Ord Nov 27 
Corxes, Wituiam, Boughton Malherbe, Kent, Farmer 
Maidstone Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Rag Merchant Wakefield Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 25 
Fearn, Caantes Weetry, Hednesford, Staffs, G-oce 
Walsall Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 26 
Fvietcuer, Jouy Arruvr. Levensbulme ag Shop Assis- 
tant Manchester Pet Nov27 Ord Nov 


hant High Court Pet Oct9 Ord Nov 27 
Jouaxs, Ampthill sq, Hampstead rd, Provision 
aler Scarborough Per Oct 16 Ord Nov 27 
. Josera, Atrincham, Cheshire, Goocer and Provision 
Dealer Manchester Pet Nov 27 Fh oy hag 
Joturre, Tom Asparw, Clarence Gate gdns, Baker st 
High Court Pet July 6 Ord Nov 27 
Hewry, Sale, Chester, Commission Agent 
Manchester Pet Oct27 Ord Nov 26 
Kons, Dovetas Brauxp, Estate Duty Office, Somerset 
House, Clerk HighCourt Pet Begt 9 Ord Nov 27 
Leursiese, ey Cuaries, Exeter, Furniture Dealer 
Exeter Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 26 
Masa, Hiascu, Newcomen st, General Hardware Merchant 
High Co urt Pet Sept 16 Ord Nov 27 
one, Boarding House Keeper 
terbury Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 


Haces, 


Reap, Atrezp Joseru, Saw ep, Horse Breaker 
Hertford Pet Nov23 Ord 

Ruopes, Georoz Tuomas, Portfleld, Chichester, Builder 
Brighton Pet Nov27 Ord N: ov 27 

Scuouseus, H F, Jose =e 4 av, Brixton Hill High Court 
Pet O15 Ord 

Suerraup, Tomas, bg Heepert Gorpvos Pacxnan 
Earlsfield, Builders Wandswo:th Pet Nov 12 Ord 


Nov 27 
Suita, Witttam Paiciips Warren, Naor sg Hyde Park, 
Motor Works Manager High Court et July 2 Ord 

ov 2 


Tasecey, Hexpert Faasx, Woburn Sands, Bucks, Coach 
Builder North smpton Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Tarion, Groxat, , Sou , Farmer South. 
awpton Pet Nov % Ord Nov 23 
Tuo, James, Boughton Aluph, or i aeeaal, Kent, Farmer 
( ‘anterbary Pet Nov 27 Ord N 
Weeanem, Faas, Galval Cross, Gulval Cornwall, Aerated 
w Water Manufacturer Truro Pet Mov 27 Ord Nov 27 
nite, Geonos Heenent, Liverpool, man Liv vl 
PA Nov Ord Nov % ome “thet 
Witty, Syower Janes Heest Adam st, Strand, Engineer 
is itigh Court Pet Jal y 29 a Nov 2% 
1418, Grover Apesnamu, Brighton, Grocer Biighton 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 26 * 
Wixsnucer, Huany James, Blundellaands, ., arenes 
Kugineer Liverpool Pet Nov4 Ord N 
Woovs, Faaxcws Kowasno, Brompton rd Tlie bens 
Manager High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 27 


Wooir, Msenazt Pasir, Field rd, Acton, Clothier 


Brentlord Pet Ott 17 ~Ord Never” 


Yuouss, Wittsan Troms, Perrotts, Ratson, nr Salcombe, 
Devon, Patater 


sbare wn hey £750 f annum.—Appl Aunoup & Co. 
pply, ” 
pe 1 ondon, B.C , 


Winchester and 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD, 


Parros - HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 

The ANNIVERSARY DINNER will be held gy 
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 16, at the WHITEBALL 
ROOMS, Hotel "Metropole. 

The Right Hon, The LORD MAYOR 
ee atie “ by the Sheriffs) 
in the Chair. 

This Institution maintains, clothes, and educates th 
orphans of persons once in ‘zoot circumstances. 
= mereiren a all ports af the Empire, and arg 

™ tted at age under 

“(SUBSCRIPTIONS and DONATIONS for the Chair. 
man’s List are earnestly eng 

JOHN HIUL, Treaeura 
Commr. HAR ayo MARTIN, B.N., Secretary, 
Offices : 63, Ludgate-hill, E 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the 
Metropolis and Vicinity. 
InstiTuTepD 1817. 
Supported by Life — a Subscriptions and by 


mations. 
PR Association consists of Solicitors residing and prac. 
in the a or within the Bills of Mortality, and 


a ne others) 
‘Oo gran to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him tor support. 
The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,481. 
A subscription of One Guinea per annum ‘constitutes a 
Member, and a pay t of Ten Guineas membership for 


life. 
Evelyn 








Application to be made to the Sxorzrary, E 
Barron, 3, Gray’s-inn-place, Gray’s-inn, London, W.c, 


CRANLEIGH SCHOOL, SURREY. 


Church of England Public School. Incorporated by 
— Charter, Fees £39 (in Preparatory House), £45, 
annum, Boys are prepared for the Uni- 

versities, the Services, and for Professional and Commercial 
life. Valuable Scholarships to the Universities. MKntrance 
Scholarships of £20 for Boys under ‘Thirteen. The follow. 
ing are members of the ae Body :—The Lord Uhet 
Justice of England, Mr. Justice Bray, George Cave, Esq., 
K.C., M.P., and C. E. Chadwick Healy, Esq., 0.B., K.C.— 
Applications for admission to be adi to the Rey. 
gq. 0. #. 0. AuLEn, D. D., ote oa ah 


6 — GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
Play reed » per cent. will be taken off the following 








8. a, 
siete ie os ee O 8 per sheet, 
Briefs and Drafts ooo oe 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand sen, ee O 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted eee os 2 O per 
Fall Copies ove 4 2 per folio. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E,0. 
bs OLICITORS having Clients with surplus 


Capital for Investments should communicate with 
advertiser; good security, interest, and costs.,—Finaxcs, 
Box 348, ** bolicitore’ Journal,” 27, Ohancery-lane, W. J. 


SPLENDID SUITE of OFFICES to be 
LET on the First Floor of Ambsriey House, 12, 
Norfolk-street, Strand ; e ninently suitable for Solicicors, 
Engineers, “c. ; newly decorated; store-room in base- 
ment; £220 per ‘annum, or near offer; could be divided; 
may be viewed at any time. —Apply, Torver Co,, 133- 
135, Regent-street, W. 


ORTH LONDON OFFICES. —Solicitors 

requiring Branch Offices can find excellent accom- 
mocation at -_ Hollows y-road, right opposite Holloway 
Station, G.N. and Piccadilly Tube; rent from 10s, weexly. 
—Ful.er particulars from Hanrens, as above, 


REDERICK’S-PLACE, OLD JEWRY.— 

To Solicitors, Accountants, and Others.—TO BE 
| BT, a Suite of Four Light Rooms.— apply to Mes:ars, 8. 
Wacxern & Sos, 22, Moorgate-sree t, B.1), 


ORTGAGES.—The following sums are 
a available: £500, £250, £750, £1,000, £1,200, £1,600, 

















£5,000, and £3,500 at 4h per cent. to 5 per cent,, according 


to security — Apply to tre Sarveyors to the Fands, 
Auravs Atpsipes & Co, F.A,I,, 6, Surrey-street, Strand, 
Phone, 4729 Gerrard. 


I AW PARTNERSHIP Required by 
4 Solicitor (#0), Public School and University man, 
—— in 4 we lished Conveyancing 

actice; Midi or London preferred; 





60, Qaeen Victoria-street 





(ATSRAAM PREPARATORY SCHOOL. 


Rev, P, Lh gerne WATKINS, M.A., Sobolar of 
Receives Boyd to be Pre- 


Brasenose, 
for the Pablic Schools and Royal Navy at the 


seat fatto rene abe 

J, 9OLOGIOAL GARDEN S.— 
ob 

a, 





DAILY fom 


9 until sunset. 
Fellows and lows 


Fellows’ 
: Orders only, ‘ 


1s, Ohildven, 64.) 








rdymouh Pet Nov 24° Orl Nov 2 % 





et 





ec“ if 


cf 





